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VERMONT PROBATE DISTRICTS 


By Grace W. W. Reed and Winifrei Lovering Holman 


As there is apparently no printed list of the twenty 
Probate Districts in Vermont to state the year in which 
their records actually commence, and as no one in Mont- 
pelier, or elsewhere,-appears to have this information 
at hand, the following list is submitted by Mrs. Grace 
W. W. Reed of Manchester, Vt., and Mrs. Winifred Lover- 
ing liclman of Lexington, Mass. The collection of this 
information, over a period of six months, involved more 
than forty letters, seven personal calls, and some long 
distance telephone calls, and in addition Mrs. Reed 
spent many hours with various Vermont law books. 

Corrections will be welcomed. To the list is append- 
ed the towns embraced by the double-shire Districts, as 
of 1947; this has varied through the years. 

Those who use the list should be warned that the ac- 
tual year of record does not follow the dates of legis- 
lation creating the various Probate Districts, nor does 
it follow the years the Counties were formed. There are 
thirteen Counties in Vermont, and not ail of them have 
the double-shire system of recording. 

The compilers wrote to or called at all the Probate 
Districts to ascertain the date with which the first 
volume begins. Those starred are Districts which one 
of the compilers visited and personally examined, and 
it cannot be guaranteed that all the replies received 
from the officials are correct. 


Counties & Districts Earliest Present Situation 
ecor of Office 


Addison County 
#Addison District 8 Mar. 1852 Middlebury 
[County formed 1735 from Rutland, but all records 
and files were burned 25 Feb. 1852 when Mr.Slade's 
office was destroyed. ] 
#New Haven District 13 Jan. 1825 Vergennes 
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Bennington County 
#Bennington District 22 Aug. 1778 Bennington 
#Manchester District 9 Sep. 1779 Manchester 


Caledonia County 
Caledonia District Sep. 1797 St. Johnsbury 


Chittenden County 
Chittenden District Oct. 1795 Burlington 


Essex County 
Essex District 27 Aug. 1791 Guildhall 


Franklin County 
Franklin District Highgate 
{Known as Georgia District when formed. ] 


Grand Isle County 
Grand Isle District 1796? 1797? North Hero 
{At one time Grand Isle District included Alburgh 
District; Act, 23 Oct. 1790, to divide Chittenden 
County into three Districts: Chittenden, Franklin 
and Alburgh. Act passed 2 Nov. 1805, Grand Isle 
Probate District formed. ] 


Lamoille County 
Lamoille District 13 Dec. 1836 Hyde Park 


Orange County 
Bradford District 20 Nov. 1781 Wells River 
Randolph District "about" 1792 Chelsea 


Orleans County 
Orleans District 31 Mar. 1797 Newport City 


Rutland County 
#Fair Haven District 27 Mar. 1798 Fair Haven 
(First two books and part of Vol. 3 burned, as also 
iles of that 


#Rutland District 25 Nov. 1784 Rutland 


Washington County 
Washington District kh Dee. 1811 Montpelier 


Windham County 
Marlboro District 31 May 1781 Brattleboro 
Westminster District 12 Nov. 1781 Bellows Falls 


Windsor County 
Hartford District 31 Dec. 1783 Woodstock 
Windsor District 20 Mar. 1787 Ludlow 
[Files burned July 1850; books saved.] 
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Dates of Formation of Counties in Vermont 


Addison, 17 Oct. 1785, from Rutland. 

Bennington, 11 Feb. 1779. 

Caledonia, 27 Feb. 1787, from Orange, not fully organ- 
ized until 8 Nov. 1796. 

°° ae 22 Oct. 1737, records of county court from 
1798. 

Essex, 5 Nov. 1792, from unorganized territory. 

Franklin, 5 Nov. 1792, from Chittenden. 

= Isle, 9 Nov. 1802, from Franklin, fully organized 
1805. 

Lamoille, 26 Oct. 1835, from Franklin, Orleans and Wash- 
ington. 

Orange, 22 Feb. 1781. 

Orleans, 5 Nov. 1792. 

Rutland, 22 Feb. 1781. 

Washington, as Jefferson, 1 Nov. 1810; name changed 8 
Nov. 1814. 

Windsor, 22 Feb. 1781. 

Windham, 11 Feb. 1781. 


As is well known, all land granted post 1749 by New 
Hampshire was included in New York. New Connecticut was 
formed, 15 Jan. 1777, but as that name was confused with 
New Connecticut in Pennsylvania (the Susquehanna Pur- 
chase), the name was changed in June 1777 to Vermont. 
New York established: 

Cumberland County in 1768; the south-east part; 

Gloucester County in 1770; north of Cumberland; 

Charlotte County in 1772; the south-west part. 


Towns Covered by Probate Districts 


From Vermont Statutes, Revision of 1947, pages 84-85 
Contributed by Mrs. Reed 


Addison County 
Addison District: Bridport, Cornwall, Goshen, Gran- 
ville, Hancock, Leicester, Middlebury, Orwell, Rip- 
ton, Salisbury, Shoreham, Weybridge, Whiting. 
New Haven District: Addison, Bristol, Ferrisburg, 
Lincoln, Monkton, New Haven, Panton, Starksboro, 
Waltham, Verzennes (City). 


Bennington County 
Bennington District: Bennington, Glastonbury, Pow- 
nal, Readsboro, Searsburg, Shaftsbury, Stamford, 
Woodford. 
Manchester District: Arlington, Dorset, Landgrove, 
Manchester, Peru, Rupert, Sandgate, Sunderland, 
Winhall. 
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Caledonia County 
Single District: All towns. 


Chittenden County 
Single vDistrict: All towns. 


Essex County 
Single District: All towns. 


Franklin County 
Single District: All towns. 


Grand Isle County 
Single District: All towns. 


Lamoille County 
Single District: All towns. 


Orange County 
Bradford District: Bradford, Corinth, Fairlee, New- 
bury, Strafford, Thetford, Topsham, Vershire, West 
Fairlee. 
Randolph District: Braintree, Brookfield, Chelsea, 
Orange, Randolph, Tunbridge, Washington, Williams- 
town. 


Orleans County 
Single District: All towns. 


Rutland County 

Fair Haven District: Benson, Castleton, Fair Haven, 
Hubbardton, Pawlet, Poultney, Sudbury, Wells, West 
Haven. 

Rutland District: Brandon, Chittenden, Clarendon, 
Ira, Mendon, Middletown Springs, Mount Holly, Mount 
Tabor, Pittsfield, Pittsford, Proctor, Rutland 
Town, Shrewsbury, Tinmouth, Wallington, West Rut- 
land, City of Rutland. 


Washington County 
Single District: All towns. 


Windham County 
Marlboro District: Brattleboro, Dover, Dummerston, 
Guilford, Halifax, Marlboro, Newfane, Somerset, 
Stratton, Vernon, Wardsboro, Whitingham, Wilmington. 
Westminster District: Athens, Brookline, Grafton, 
Jamaica, Londonderry, Putney, Rockingham, Towns- 
hend, Westminster, Windham. 
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Windsor County 
Windsor District: Andover, Cavendish, Chester, Lud- 
low, Plymouth, Reading, Springfield, Weathersfield, 
Weston, West Windsor, Windsor. 
Hartford District: Baltimore, Barnard, Bethel, 
Bridgewater, Hartford, Hartland, Norwich, Pomfret, 
Rochester, Royalton, Sharon, Stockbridge, Woodstock. 


A FEAKE—CROMPION MARRIAGE 


By Clarence Almon Torrey, Ph. B., of Boston, Massachusetts 


Lieut. Robert Feake, an early settler at Watertown, 
Massachusetts, had a brother James, who died in London, 
England, leaving two children: Judith and Tobias. In 
1639 they were living in Yarmouth, Massachusetts. At 
that time Judith was the wife of William Palmer. A good 
account of William Palmer's family is found in One 
Branch of the Miner Family (1928), by Lillian Lounsberry 
(Miner) Selleck, pages 

A long time ago Col. Charles E. Banks sent the bap- 
tismal record of the above-mentioned Tobias Feake which 
was found in the unpublished records of the parish of 
St. Mary Whitechapel, London. His report was as follows: 


Tobias Feke, s. James and Awdrey, bpt. Aug. 162). 


After the death of Col. Banks, the records in the 
parish register of St. Mary Mounthaw, London, were pub- 
lished. This volume mentioned the following marriages: 


161, Sep 9 William Crompton and Ann Plumer (p.7) 
1620 June 14 James Feake and Awdrey Crompton (p.1\) 


William Crompton was probably a brother of Awdrey. 
London parish registers were searched for the Crompton 
baptisms, but without success. 


PRE-ANMNERICAN ANCESTRY 
OF THE VAN VARICK AND VISBOOM FAMILIES 


By William J. Hoffman, F.S.A.G., of La Plume, Penn. 


The van Varick family came to New Netherland from the 
small city of Rhenen on the Neder-Rijn (Lower Rhine) in 
the Province of Utrecht. The name, however, indicates 
that their ultimate origin must have been from the town 
of Varik, across the river, in the Betuwe, a part of the 
Province of Gelderland. In America, at a later date, 
the "van" was dropped by several members of the family. 
The name became especially well known through Richard 
(van) Varick, mayor of the City of New York, after whom 
a street in lower Manhattan has been named. 

Researches in the Netherlands have disclosed the im- 
mediate ancestors of the two brothers who settled here 
in the latter part of the seventeenth century. (1) Also 
I have collected many data about the family of the wives 
of the two brothers, who were sisters named Visboom, of 
whom two additional sisters came likewise to New York. 
And finally I have also been able to prove that the tra- 
dition in the family, namely, that the Rev. Rudolfus van 
Varick married the wealthy widow of a Governor in the 
Dutch East Indies is borne out by the facts in the case. 

In the following pedigree I intend to give the direct 


ancestry of the settlers as well as a survey of their 
immediate families. 
The oldest proven ancestor is: 


1. Roeloff Jacobs van Varick, mentioned in the trans- 
fer of a house to be quoted below. He died before 1634. 
Children: 


i. Jacob Roeloffs van Varick, who follows. 
ji. Geertje Roeloffs van Varick, m. Peter Fetersz Lanck- 
foort. 


2. Jacob Roeloffs van Varick bought a house "In the 
sign of de ster" (the Star) at Rhenen, 11 Mar. 1634. In 
addition to the-yearly rent of one "stiver" due the 
Count of Culemborg, two guilders and eight stivers to 
the vicary of Commissary van Brederode, and six stivers 
to the church, there was a mortgage on the property in 
the amount of 550 guilders inherited by the children of 
the ge Roeloff Jacobs van Varick [Court Arch. Rhenen, 
#512). 

Jacob van Varick was a Master Mason at Rhenen. He 
received the contract for the masonry in connection with 
the building of the "Koningshuis" there according to a 
notarial paper dated 4 June 1629 executed before Notary 
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Public Lambert Rietstraat of the Hague. (2) On 20 July 
1618 he sold a house on the Cruysstraat at Rhenen which 
he had built. He was still living in 1648 when he acted 
in behalf of his son Hendrick. His wife was Anthonia 
Hendricksd. He was buried in the Cunera church at Rhen- 
en, grave #1, which was later transferred to his heirs 
and cn which appears the name of Jan Jacobsz van Varick 
[Register of Graves, Rhenen]. 

Children [Court Arch. Rhenen #514, 20 Nov. 1657]: 


i. Jan Jacobsz van Varick, who follows. 

ii. Maycken Jacobsd. van Varick, m. lst, Rhenen, in 1632, 
Willem Theunisse van Geyn; 2nd, Rhenen, 9 May 1658, 
Ryck Hendricks widr. of Tryntje Lubbers, corvoral of 
a company of horse of the lord of Ginkel in garrison 
at Rhenen. 

Neeltje Jacobsd. van Varick, m. 6 Oct. 1639, Adriaen 
van Olmen, j.m. van Turnhout, Belgium, and liv. at 
Jutfaas. 

Geertje Jacobsd. van Varick, m. Reyer van Winsen. 

Judith Jacobsd. van Varick, living Leyden, m. Xhenen, 
17 Mar. 1640, Leendert Holder, "keldermeester," mas- 
ter of the cellar (wines) at the "Prinsenhoff," the 
residence of the Prince of Orange when at Leyden. 

Hendrick Jacobsz van Varick, m. Rhenen, 14 Feb. 1637, 
as widr. of Gerritjen Gerrits, 2nd, Elisabeth Jans. 
Died shortly after 29 May 1648, bur. in the Cunera 
church, grave #219. 

Cornelis Jacobsen van Varick, j.m. van Rhenen, m. 163k, 
banns 19 Jan., Tryntgen Willems, j.d. van Rhenen. 
They were not mentioned in the record of 1657 (vide 
ante), and were possibly deceased by that date. 


3. Jan Jacobsz van Varick, TT (member of lower 


court) of Rhenen between 1653 and 1669, asthuismeester, 
hospital trustee, deacon 1641-2, elder 1656; m. Rhenen, 
22 Oct. 1637, Neeltge Voncken van Doornick, j.d. van 
Rhenen, daughter of Jan Vonck van Doornick and Gerritgen 
Baltus (see their will dated 9 Mar. 1630 in Court Arch. 
Rhenen, #511). Jan was a baker at Rhenen, established 
on the Market Place. He is mentioned in several real 
estate and mortgage transactions. He is buried at Rhen- 
en in a grave in the Cunera church marked 1648, which is 
the date of the restoration but not of his death. See 
below for a discussion of the arms which are on the 
gravestone. 

Children, all baptized at Rhenen: 


i. Neeltje, bapt. 19 Aug. 1638. 

ii. Margriet, bapt. 2 Mar. 1l6l2. 
iii. Rollef, bapt. Apr. 165, who follows. 
iv. Neeltje, twin with above. 

v. Jan, who follows. 
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vi. Cornelis van Varick, bavt. Rhenen, 22 Aor. 169; m. 
Elisabeth van Yzendoorn. Among their chil?ren: 
Huybert van Varick, bant. Rhenen, 19 Sert. 1683; m. 
~ Utrecht, 27 June 1708, Josina van Vleuten. Child: 
Johannes Roelof van Varick, bant. Rhenen, 17 
Aug. 1718; m. New Church, Amsterdam, (3), 1 
Mar. 1744, Sara Margaretha Petit. Child: 
Huibert van Varick, bapt. Amsterdam Wester- 
kerk, 4 Feb. 17593 d. single, 22 Jan. 187. 
Notary Public at Amsterdam. For his coat- 
of-arms, see below. 


4. Rev. Rudolph van Varick, baptized at Khenen, 4 
Apr. 1645. Matriculated at Utrecht University, 1606 
Rudolphus a Varick Rhenensis. He was mentioned as a 
minister with the Navy in 1673 (4), and was appointed 
in 1674 minister at Malacca in the Dutch East Indies. 
From the church archives there we learn that he was re- 
ceived on 30 Sept. 1674, when his credentials were ex- 
amined and the church elders considered him to "be a 
man of solid learning and a Christian spirit." He left 
there on account of poor health in Oct. 1677. A splen- 
did, still existing testimonial was given him by the 
Board of Elders under date of 10 Oct. 1677. He was 
called in 1679 to the church at Hem, a small village 
between the cities of Hoorn and Enkhuizen in the Neth- 
eriands. He had married Margaretha Visboom, a sister 
of his brother Jan's wife, as we shall see below. Mar- 
garetha was the widow of Jacob Hustaert, an important 
official of the East India Company. Few if any of the 
Dutch settlers could boast of such a connection, and 
information about this first husband is undoubtedly of 
interest. 

Jacob Hustaert, born at Amsterdam, left in 165 with 
the title of Merchant of the East India Company, for 
the Indies. He must have had good connections, for two 
years later, beins then a Chief-Merchant, he visited 
the fatherland but returned soon to Batavia, where we 
find him as a member of the influential Council of Jus- 
tice. In 1648 he was sent as Commissary to Makja and 
was appointed a "secundo," second in command of the 
Moluccas. He served in 1653 as a special envoy to the 
King of Macassar, and remained as Governor of the Mo- 
luccas. He was thereupon Governor of Ambon, of Coro- 
mandel and after 1663 until his death at Batavia 10 
Sept. 1665, Governor of Ceylon. While at Ambon, he led 
an expedition made up of Dutch soldiers and 400 Amboin- 
ese to Goeli-Goeli. He distinguished himself at the 
capture of Cochin 1662/3, where he was in command of 
the 13 ships which besieged the city. At the storming 
of the ramparts, Hutsaert and his men were assisted by 
an army of native allies. in February 1663, at the 
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head of 1100 soldiers and 800 sailors, he took Cannomor 
from the Portuguese. 

He married first, Geertruida Chretien (5), and had by 
her a daughter Geertruyt who married Master-of-Law Pie- 
ter Pauw, important Indian official, belonging to a fa- 
mous influential Amsterdam magistrate family. His rela- 
tive was Adriaen Pauw, lord of the Manor of Pavonia, New 
Jersey. 

Upon the death of his first wife, Hustaert married 
Margaretha Visboom, who belonged to a family prominent 
in the government of Ceylon, of whdch four members were 
at one time in New Netherland. A brief account of her 
family will be appended below. 

Hustaert, an able administrator, aman of learning 
who weighed no less than 260 pounds [Valentyn, II], died 
in 1665 when Governor of Ceylon with the additional ti- 
tle of Councillor of India. (6) He left his wife a 
large estate. Several years afterwards, his widow be- 
came the wife of the Rev. van Varick. She had a daugh- 
ter by her first husband who is indicated in her will as 
Cornelia Hester [Hustaert] and who was deceased at that 
time. She has been omitted in the printed version of 
the will in New York Wills, but is shown in the origin- 
al. 

The records have not as yet disclosed where and when 
the Rev. van Varick married Margaretha Visboom. It is 
possible that this took place at Ceylon where she had 
many relatives and where she may possibly have stayed 
after her first husband's death. In any case, she and 
her second husband settled at Hem, North Holland, where 
the latter had been appointed minister as before men- 
tioned. 

They had four children: 


i. Joanna, born at Hem; m. 1701, Albert Willett. 
ii. Marinus, born on the voyage to New Netherland; had no 
descendants. 
iii. Rudolphus, had no descendants. 
iv. Cornelia, m. lst, Barend de Klein; m. 2n¢, 1715, Pieter 
van Dyk, well-known silversmith of New York (Antiques, 
Oct. 1936). 


According to the Flatbush records [il. Fr.:26), in 
1688 Domine Varick paid for a grave in the church for 
his child, which may possibly refer to Cornelia Hustaert 
who was deceased when her mother made her will in 1695. 

The Rev. van Varick had been appointed as minister on 
Long Island in 1685 [Manual butch Ref. Church], and he 
resided at Flatbush. The previous year, on o3 February, 
he sold a small house with barn, stable and bakehouse 
and grounds, at Rhenen, next to his house on the Market 
Place. And on 1k Mar. 1692, Willemina van Venendaal, 
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widow of Jan de Koninck, “having power of attorney from 
Ds. Rudolphus van Varick minister of the Dutch Reformed 
church on Long Island in the Province of New York," sold 
the latter's house on the Market place at Rhenen. 

Van Varick became unfortunately involved in New York’ 
first civil strife, as an anti-Leislerian, for which he 
suffered months of imprisonment, and this very likely 
contributed to his death in August, 169i. His wife Mar- 
garetha followed him shortly thereafter in the early 
winter of 1695. She had made her will 29 Oct. 1695, 
proved 2 Jan. 1695/6. She named her four children as 
indicated above, Cornelia Hester her deceased daughter 
by her first husband, her eldest sister Engeltje Visboom 
(also in New York, see below), and a niece Marietje the 
wife of Nicholaas van Tienhoven [Maria Abrahams, from 
Amsterdam, married at New York in 1693, Nicholaas van 
Tienhoven]. 

That she was a “rich widow" is amply proved by the 
most interesting inventory, of which the following des- 
cription appeared in The New York Sun of 6 April 1935, 
but which will certainly bear further mention here. 

From the personal property of our lady of quality we 
can quite easily visualize her in attendance at some 
important function. She is wearing two gold rings, one 
with seven diamonds and the other with a "table" dia- 
mond. A pair of diamond pendants grace her ears, and a 
pearl necklace her throat. 

But her jewel case is full. There are no less than 
five diamond rings, six plain gold rings and three gold 
chains, one with a locket with seven diamonds. Then 
there are three sets of earrings, a gold bodkin and a 
gold tipped comb, and more, several gold ducats and med- 
als, and a gold bell and chain. Who will not picture a 
"gold box as big as a pea"? Two Dutch Bibles, with gold 
clasps, lend a spiritual note. 

In silver, we find forty-two pieces of Arabian and 
Christian money. Six boxes, three cups and a dish are 
of Indian silver. A small ebony trunk with silver han- 
dles also speaks of the East. But a spice box, an egg 
dish, a tumbler and a salt cellar, all in silver, sug- 
gest Dutch origin, as do three knives and forks. In 
fact there is very little indeed that points to the hand 
of the New York silversmith. 

Most interesting of all among the silver items are 
eighty-three "pieces of childrens toys or playthings." 
We can only conjecture their provenance. Holland most 
likely, but the East Indian character of the inventory 
suggests that they may even have come from the East; at 
any rate, none is known to have been made here at that 
period. 

Larger furniture items, save chairs, are relatively 
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few, an indication perhaps of the transitory habits of 
the family. There is only one table, small, oval paint- 
ed, but there are thirteen ebony chairs which again re- 
call the East. Fifteen, "matted," are not valued high- 
ly, nor are eight small "kanes." Chairs enough! Two 
glass cases make an interesting item, and several East 
Indian "cane baskets" bear a high value. Small East In- 
dian cabinets appear frequently. Two beds are appraised 
at £, and £3. A crib is worth £1. "One great Dutch Cas 
weh could not be removed from Flatbush" is valued at 
£25. 

"One old Chist with children babies playthings and 
toys" inspires the imagination. We should like to have 
seen the family of little folk at play. These were the 
toys of Johanna and Marinus, of Rudolfus and Cornelia. 
Among those who had played with these toys, they were to 
be divided, as were also the many possessions of depart- 
ed childhood. 

Forty-eight pictures bespeak, as much as anything 
else, the culture of the Van Varick home. Some were 
paintings such as those of the Dominie and his wife, 
also of Jno Abrahams and Cornelia Hester deceased. Oth- 
ers were prints. Two had "glasses before them." A 
large picture of "images, sheepe and Shipps that hung 
above the Chimnie" whets out speculation. A "Landskip" 
is appraised at £2-10, a picture of "the Apostell" at 
10 shillings. Some have gilded frames, but most have 
black, apparently ebony, frames. 

Looking glasses of large size were rare. Yet we find 
three: one with an ebony, another with a gilded, frame, 
the third valued merely at £5. 

Numerous curtains testify to their own popularity 
both for the windows and beds. We find them in muslin 
and calico, in "gaze" and silk. Valances are here too 
and curtain rods in brass and iron to hold them both. 
Chimney cloths lend further decoration. These items 
especially attract us: 

a Suit large Curtaines & Vallance Silk fringe, £6. 
6 Scarlet large curtaines & Vallance, £-10. 

2 chimney cloths of flowered Crimson gaze, £6-10. 
6 window curtaines ditto. 

1 greene large chimnie cloth with fringe, £1-10. 

There are brass candlesticks in abundance. A bird 
cage at £1-10 must have been a luxury. The family dog 
had a collar worth 6 shillings. We wonder if he, like 
our modern dogs, lounged upon "six Satten Cusheons with 
gold flowers at 15 sh." worth all of £4-10? 

Eighty-seven Dutch printed books form a part of the 
scholar's library. Further, there is a parcel of print- 
ed books, "most of them in high Carmen and forring Lan- 
guages for the children when of Age." Unfortunately, 
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the titles are not given. 

Most astounding of all, we find nearly two hundred 
pieces of china ware. From the Orient, of course, for 
Continental china making was barely in its swaddling 
clothes. Here we are in the golden age of Chinese por- 
celain, the period of K'an Hsi, precursor of Chien Lung 
whose porcelain the colonies knew so well. 

There are teapots, and teacups and saucers. There 
are dishes and basins and images. Rarely do we find 
such a wealth of chinaware in an American colonial home. 
We look with wonder upon such items as: 

3 large China disshes Crakt &« broke at 20 sh., £3. 
10 China disshes at 12 sh., £6. 

1 China jug at 10 sh., £0-10. 

6 painted teacup disshes at 4 sh. 6, £1-7. 

1 China Inck box & 2 Sand boxes at 12 sh., £0-18. 
1 China cup bound with silver..... 

The family linen closet was very full, with dozens 
of table cloths and napkins, sheets and pillowberes. 
There are blankets and quilts for the feather bed. And 
"Turkey work" carpets for floor covering, with "calico" 
and "matten" carpets for bed covering. 

Articles of apparel are listed almcest without end: 
mantels, neckcloths and sleeves; bibs and "handkerchers' ; 
aprons, caps and waistcoats; drawers, britches and 
stockings. A striped silk nightgown. Petticoats to 
charm the growing Johanna and Cornelia are colorful and 
gays 
One blew petticoat with silver lace 
Three flowered callico petticoats 
One satten petticoat with gold flowers 
A scarlet cloth petticoat. 

The kitchen held a wealth of utensils for every use: 
of wood and pewter, of brass and copper and iron, of 
glass and earthenware and stone. 

The liquid assets are those of a day which knew no 
banks. There are two small bundles of beaten leaf gold. 
One hundred and five ounces of silver are appraised at 
£69-7-6. Cash to the extent of £120-18-2 is notable. 

The versatile widow owned a one-sixth interest, worth 
£60, in a sloop, the "flying fish." A privateer, one 
questions, or just a trader in southern seas? Accounts 
receivable of her shoppe are itemized in wampum value, 
mounting to £15. Then there is the account with the 
Elders and Deacons of the "Breucklyn" towns for the un- 
paid and disputed salary of her husband, apparently 
during his imprisonment. 

Now we rummage through the widow's shop at Flatbush, 
to meet dry goods of the Continent and the East. "“Ben- 
gal and Damast, Cudis and Callico, and Ferret and Fus- 
tian and Gimp. And Calloon and Shalloon"—and more. 
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Margaretha van Varick's estate reached the handsome 
total of £756-10-5 1/2. Whether all four children men- 
tioned lived to merit it, we can only surmise. Corne- 
lia, we do know, later married one of New York's great- 
est silversmiths, Peter van Dyk, to whom she bore ten 
children. The New York Gazette, at her death in 1733, 
printed one of the rare obituaries devoted to women. 
How well might it have been said alike of her mother: 
"She was very much lamented by all that knew her, es- 
pecially by the number of motherless children she left 
behind." 


S. Jan van Varick, whose baptism has not been found, 
was, without much doubt, although not positively proved, 
a brother of Rev. Rudolphus. (7) He married at Hem, but 
living at Rhenen, banns at Rhenen 5 May 1680, at Hem 19 
May, Sara Visboom, a sister of the wife of Rudolphus. 
She was indicated as j. d. van Amsterdam. and was born 
there 3 Apr. 1660 Old Style [Ms. note, N. ¥. Hist. Soc. 
Coll.J]. She and her husband oe the New York Dutch 
Reformed Church, 2 Mar. 1678 [N. Y¥. Gen. and Biog. Rec- 
ord, 9:38). 

Children [ibid., 8:16]: 


Jacobus, bant. Rhenen, 15 June 1681; m. Anna Maria 
Brestede. 

Margariet, bapt. Rhenen, 13 June 1683. 

Cornelia, bapt. Rhenen, 9 Aug. 1665; d. young. 

Cornelia, b. New York, 1688; m. (1) 1712, Richard 
McDaniel; m. (2) Thomas Jeffres. 

. Abraham, b. New York, 1692. 
vi. Maria, m. 1733, John McDowell. 
vii. Johannes, d. Ss. p. 


There remain a few remarks concerning the coat-of- 
arms of this family. On the gravestone covering the 
remains of Jan Jacobsz van Varick (No. 3), the father 
of the settlers, there are arms, namely, two coats im- 
paled, dexter: a St. Andrew Cross (Saltire); sinister: 

a goat rampant. (8) But at a later date, Notary Public 
Huibert van Varick (1759-1847) at Amsterdam (ante), used 
a seal showing quartered arms, I-IV three lion's heads 
crowned, II-III the arms of the Scherping family, a fam- 
ily which is also found at an early date at Rhenen. 
There was an ancient noble family named van Varick which 
bore argent three lion's heads gules crowned and langued 
azure. Apparently it was the arms of this noble family 
which the Notary bore. Did he have a right to them? 
Various branches of this noble family were widespread 
in the Province of Gelderland, and at an early date we 
find such a branch at Wageningen, only a few miles fror 
Rhenen. A solution to this problem is not yet found. 
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(1) This article amplifies considerably, and corrects the mis- 
takes in the article which apreared in Gen. Mag. of New Jersey, h: 
199. See also the New York Gen. and Bidg. Record, 8:16 Tf.3 Maand- 
blad Ned. leeun, 1987133; manuscriot notes at New York Historical 
owe an? correspondence with Mr. W. J. van Varik of the Nether- 

nds. 


(2) H. &. van Gelder: "Iets over Barthold van Bassen, ook als 
bouwmeester van het Koningshuis te Rhenen," in Bulletin van den 
Nederlandschen Oudheidkundigen Bond, 2© Serie, [© jaargang, T9Il. 


(3) Another branch of the family had also settled at Amsterdam 
where, in 1675, we find the children of the late Roelof Reiniersz 
van Varick, namely, Aeltje, Reinier van Varick, Master Mason, and 
Geertje, who gave a vower of attorney to their brother Abraham, 
Ensign, to sell their father's house at Rhenen. 


(4) Collection Borger Amsterdam; Troostenburg de Bruyn; Predi- 
canten in Ned. Indie. 


(S) Elias: Vroedschan van Amsterdam Navorscher, 1929: 82. 


(6) Valentyn: Moluksche Zaken, pp. 287 and 30l-323; Ambon, ov. 
206 ff.; V-I Ceylon, 153 ff.3 V-TI Malabar, 33. Ryksgeschiedkun- 
dige Publicaties over de ©. I. C. in voce. Wapenheraut, 1902, #13, 
D. 355. Ned. Leeuw, 1945/6, p. 73. 


(7) But it is to be noted that he joined the New York Dutch 
Church as Jan Jacobsz van Varick and not as Jan Jansz van Varick. 
In Rhenen he appears only as Jan van Varick. His oldest son is 
Jacob. 


(8) Blois van Treslong Prins: Geneal. Herald. Geden kwaardig- 
heden Prov. Utrecht, p. 1h9, #76. 


NOT#: Owing to a regrettable miscalculation in planning this 
issue, some articles having been typed and pagéd in advance, in- 
sufficient space has been reserved to print the short Sut important 
Visboom appendix here, as had been intended. It is verforce post- 
poned, and will be vublished in the July issue. 


(lo be Concluded) 


THE FOUR SPENCER BROTHERS 
THEIR ANCESTORS AND DESCENDANTS 


Compiled by Donald Lines Jacobus, M. A. 


The present history of the Spencer family which des- 
cended from the four New England sons of Gerard Spencer 
of Stotfold, Bedfordshire, had its inception in 1947 in 
a correspondence between the present compiler, Mr. Clar- 
ence A. Torrey of Boston, Mass., and the late Mr. Homer 
W. Brainard of Amherst, Mass., all Spencer descendants 
who agreed to pool their data. A start was made, but it 
soon became apparent that to bring down the descendants 
even through four generations would entail a large in- 
vestment of time and money. While good material was 
readily available on some branches, other branches re- 
mained obscure, and there were many problems and uncer- 
tainties which made further research in original record 
sources not only desirable but imperative. 

Aid was therefore asked from other Spencer descend- 
ants, and met with considerable response. Several sent 
records they have collected of their own branches, and 
a few have sent money contributions for research amount- 
ing in total (up to October 1950) to $65.00. For these 
contributions the compiler is grateful, and at the be- 
ginning of the American part of the genealogy acknowl- 
edgment will be made to those who have aided in either 
way. The compiler has contributed considerable time in 
record research, and in studying and arranging the rec- 
ords gleaned, far in excess of what the cash contribu- 
tions have covered. 

The Spencers were a numerous and an important family 
and being founded by four brothers their history is the 
equivalent of four separate genealogies. But in fair- 
ness to those subscribers who are not interested in this 
surname, we cannot accord them, in magazine publication, 
an inordinate amount of space. It is planned to publish 
chapters from time to time, but not in every issue, un- 
til the earlier generations have been covered. On most 
branches we cannot plan to bring the history much this 
side of 1750. However, it may be possible to make ar- 
rangements with interested descendants for the printing 
of additional pages in some issues, so that the Spencer 
genealogy can be extended without impinging on the a- 
mount of space which the editors feel should be reserv- 
ed for other families and localities. 

Herewith we present the English ancestry. Mr. Tor- 
rey has collected a great deal of material on the in- 
teresting Whitbred family to which the mother of the 
four brothers belonged. This maternal ancestry, we 
hope, will be ready for a later chapter. 
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Chapter I: Spencer Ancestry in England 


In 1903 the Rev. John Holding, M.A., then Vicar of 
Stotfold, co. Bedford, England, published The Spencers 
of Bedfordshire. Despite a lack of formal arrangement, 
the book is a mine of information. The most prominent 
family of the Spencer name in Bedfordshire had their 
seat at Cople in the 16th and 17th centuries, and a good 
account is given of this family, tracing it back to one 
Thomas Spencer who was living at Eton in 1433. Several 
other groups of Spencers in various parishes and towns 
are included, but their connection, if any, with the 
Spencers of Cople does not appear. Herein, so far as 
we know, the ancestry of William, Thomas, Michael and 
Gerard Spencer is for the first time set forth, though 
some years earlier the noted antiquary, Henry F. Waters, 
had found mention of the four brothers in the will of 
their London uncle Richard Spencer, and had published 
this in the New England Hist. and Gen. Register and in 
1901 included it in his Genealogical Gleanings in Eng- 
land. 

In recent years the parish registers of Stotfold and 
Edworth have been included by F. G. Emmison in his Bed- 
fordshire Parish Kegisters Series. Careful comparison 
has been made between these and the entries as printed 
by the Rev. Mr. Holding, resulting in some corrections 
and in the addition of two or three important entries. 

Since both the parish records and the wills which 
prove the ancestry have appeared fully in the sources 
indicated, it is deemed unnecessary to repeat them here, 
except as reference is made to them in the pedigree of 
the family which follows. it is not felt that Mr. Hol- 
ding established the parentage or origin of John Spen- 
cer, great-grandfather of the four emizrant brothers, 
hence we start our account with him. 


1. John Spencer, born probably within a few years 
after 1500, buried at Edworth, co. Bedford, 9 June 1558; 
married Anne, perhaps Merrill, who was buried at Ed- 
worth, 16 June 1560. 

John was called "senior" at burial. The recorder 
in entering the burial of Ann Spencer, widow, paid her 
respect by the following tribute: "the good hospitallity 
keeper; and she did give to the towneship of Edworth ii 
of her best bease [beasts] to be lett to ii pore folks 
in the towne for iii s. a cow & the parson & churchwar- 
den to have the letting of them & the distributing of 
the money to the poore & to se the stock meinteined 
etch of them to have iiii d. of the vi s. for ther 
paynes to se this truly done acording to her last will." 

Her will, dated 13 June 1560, proved 21 Apr. 1561, 
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calls her Widow, in Edworth, Beds., and names her son 
Gerard (aged 17); son Michael, to have the chest that 
was his brother John's; John Spencer, son Michael's 
child, to have £20; Elisabeth Lymer, to have £4 at mar- 
riage; Alice Aystin, to have a calf; servants; for the 
mending of "London Brygge waye," 10 s.; brother Edward's 
children, to have the £1 that he borrowed of her, and 
the barley he gave her sons to his children; Nicholas 
Merryll and John Merryll his brother, to have the barley 
their father gave her sons; and the poor of Edworth, to 
have the gift already mentioned. Michael Spencer was a 
witness. 

From this will we gain the impression that our Spen- 

cer family at that period was of the yeoman class, and 
somewhat better off than the average village family of 
the time and place. Whether they were in origin a 
younger branch of an older gentry family, or a more 
humble clan which by industry and good fortune had im- 
proved its lot, we are not in a position to affirm. 
It would be necessary to prove the parentage and more 
remote ancestry of John Spencer, Sr., by documentary 
evidence, before claiming any specific connection with 
any other Spencer family in England. From the terms of 
the will, it would seem that Anne's brother was Edward 
Merryll or Merrill, and that this was her maiden name. 
A search of Merrill wills might confirm this conjecture. 

Children: 


i. Michael, b. vrobably 1530-1535. 
ii. John, bur. at Edworth, 21 Apr. 1560, as son of Ann 
Svencer, widow. 

iii. Gerard, b. ca. 1543; d. at Biggleswade, Beds, ca. 15773 
m. at Edworth, 30 July 1568, Ellen Whyston. His will, 
dated 8 July 1576, proved 20 May 1577, calls him of 
Biggleswade, yeoman, and names son Richard, under 21 
(to have £60); daus. Agnes and Johan Spencer (under 
age) and child unborn, to have 0 marks apiece at 18 
years; wife Elen; god-daughter Johan Snencer, my bro- 
ther's dau. (to have £1); brother Michael Spencer (to 
have 5 marks); wife Helen and brother Michael, execu- 
tors. (P.C.C. Doughtrey, 19.) Children: 

1. Richard. 
2. Agnes. 
3. Joan. 
lk. A child, b. 1576-7. 


2. Michael Spencer, born probably 1530-1535, livin 
in 1599; married first, at Edworth, Beds, 20 Jan. 15554, 
Agnes Limer, who was buried at Edworth, 23 Feb. 1561/2; 
married second, about 1563, Elizabeth » who was 
buried at Stotfold, Beds, 18 Nov. 1599, as wife of Mi- 
chael Spencer, signifying that he was then alive. 


‘ 
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The division of Michael's children between the two 
wives is somewhat different from what might be inferred 
from the Rev. Mr. Holding's book, because of the dis- 
covery of the burial of the first wife, Agnes, early in 
1562. The name of the mother is not stated in the Ed- 
worth baptisms, but Elizabeth is stated as mother of the 
two children, Gerard and Richard, who were baptized at 
Stotfold. We therefore assume that Elizabeth was mother 
of the other children who were born after 1562 and be- 
fore the birth of Gerard in 1576, though it remains pos- 
sible that there was a second, unknown, wife between 
Agnes and Elizabeth. 

The removal of the family from Edworth to Stotfold 
occurred between 1571 and 1576. 

Children by first wife, born at Edworth: 


i. John, bart. at Edworth, 20 Apr. 1557. 
ii. Michael, bavt. at Edworth, 27 May 1558; bur. 15 Apr. 
1560. 
iii. Anne, bart. 2) July 1560. 


Children, the last two certainly, the others probab- 
ly, by Elizabeth: 


iv. Joan, bavt.-at Edworth, 21 Aug. 156). 

Alice, bapt. 30 Aug. 1566. 

Catherine, m. Blan4, anid had daus. Sarah an? 
Anne. Either she or one of her sisters was mother 
of Elizabeth who m, Edward Terry. 

Thomas, bavt. 12 Mar. 1571. 

Gerard, bant. 20 May 1576; the first of the children 
bavtized at Stotfold, and recorded as "Gerat," but 
his name is spelled Gerard at the baptisms of his own 
children. 

Richard, bapt. 9 July 1580; d. at London at the end of 
May or beginning of June 1646. His will, dated 17 
Mar. 1645, codicil 29 May 1646, proved 8 June 1646, 
calls him "gent." (Waters, Genealogical Gleanings in 
England, 514-515). To Thomas Spencer, son of brother 
Thomas Spencer, copyhold lands in St. Michael Parish 
near St. Albans, co. Hertford. To Daniel Spencer of 
London, grocer, son of brother John Spencer deceased, 
eight messuages in parish of St. Margaret Lothbury in 
London. To Sarah Bland and Hannah Bland, daus. of 
sister Katherine Bland deceased, and to Elizabeth 
Tomlyns, widow, dau. of brother Jarrard Spencer de- 
ceased, a messuage in Grace Church Street, with re- 
mainder to said Sarah Bland. To said Daniel Spencer, 
lands in Kent and Essex, he to make certain payments 
to Anthony Spencer and Jarrard Spencer, sons of bro- 
ther Thomas Spencer deceased, and to the two children 
of Margaret Spencer deceased, now in or near London 
and at the disposing of Elizabeth Carter their aunt. 
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To Jarrard Spencer, Thomas Spencer and Michaell Spen- 
cer, sons of brother Jarrard Spencer deceased, 450 
aviece, and another £50 to the children of William 
Svencer, son of said brother Jarrard Spencer deceased, 
to be divided equally between them anid to be paid to 
their guardians. To Thomas Martyn an74 Mary his wife, 
now dwelling with me. To Edward Terrey, vintner, my 
kinsman, £130 which he oweth me by bond, and £30 to 
him and Elizabeth his wife, my sister's daughter. 
nesidue to Daniel Svencer, who is named executor. 
vVitnesses: John Norburie, Yilliam Norburie. 


3. John Spencer, baptized at Edworth, co. Bedford, 
20 April 1557, married and had a family, but the records 
have not been found and we know only of the two sons in 
London below, who are proved by wills. 

Children (incomplete record 


i. Daniel, a grocer, of London; m. at Holwell, 28 Dec. 
1626, Sarah Audley of Hitchin. He was chief heir of 
his uncle Richard (supra). 

ii. hig a. at London in 1536; m. Margaret In 

will of 7 Apr. 1636, proved 2); Oct. 1636 (Waters, 

mt cit., 627), he describes himself as citizen and 
brewer of London, ani as of the narish of St. Giles 
without Cripplegate. He mentions his estate in Hitch- 
in, co. Hertford, and names nis wife and the four 
children below; and appoints as overseers his uncle 
Richard Spencer, citizen and haberdasher of London, 
and his brother Daniel Spencer, citizen and grocer 
of London. Issue: Thomas, Susan, Elizabeth, Agnes. 


4. Thomas Spencer, baptized at Edworth, co. Bedford, 
12 March 1571, buried at Stotfold, co. Bedford, 13 June 
1631, as"Thomas Spenser, gent."; marriage not found. It 
would seem possible that the "Margaret Spenser, widow," 
who was buried at Stotfold 19 Dec. 1635 was the widow 
of Thomas, but the Rev. Mr. Holding identifies her as 
the daughter of Thomas who had married a Spencer. 

Children: 


i. anthony, m. at Stotfold, 7 Feb. 1632/3, Katherine Hills. 
ii. Gerard, bapt. at Stotfold, 20 Sept. 1601; m. there, 
Aug. 1628, Joan Hills, who was bur. at Stotfold, 12 
Aug. 1649. Children, recorded at Stotfold: 
1. Ann, bapt. 14) May 1629. 
i bapt. 17 Jan. 1630/1; bur. 7 Sept. 
1632. 
Ursula, bant. 18 Apr. 1633. 
Mary, bavt. 16 Sent. 1635; m. Oct. 1659, Wil- 
liam Wise. 
— bavt. 21 July 1639; bur. 31 July 
1639. 
Sarah, bavt. 21 July 1639; bur, 31 July 1639. 
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7. Richard, bavt. 5 Nov. 163. 
8. John, bant. Apr. 166. 

Thomas, received by will of his uncle Richard lands near 
St. Albans, Herts. 

Richard, according to Mr. Holding was named in the will 
of his uncle Richard, but he does not anvpear in the 
detailed abstract given by Mr. Waters (suvra); hence 
the existence of such a son in the family of Thomas 
remains to be verified. 

Margaret, named as deceased in the will of her uncle 
Richard in 166; according to Mr. Holding, she m. 22 
Nov. 1629, Simon Spencer, son of Thomas and 
(Halliday) Spencer, of a different Spencer line; left 
two children, mentioned but not named in the will of 
Richard Svencer, of whom one was Anna, bart. 20 Oct. 
1630. She may be the Margaret Spencer, widow, who 
was buried at Stotfold 19 Dec. 1635, but the entry 
may conceivable pertain to her mother, whose given 
name is not known. 


S. Gerard Spencer, baptized at Stotfold, co. Bedford, 
20 May 1576, died before 166; married at Upper Graven- 
hurst, co. Bedford, 10 Nov. 1000, Alice Whitbread or 
Whitbred, who belonged to a family of some prominence. 
An account of her family is reserved for a later chap- 
ter. It seems quite possible that Gerard and his family 


moved from Stotfold some years before the emigration of 

his sons to New England; perhaps to London, where his 

brother Richard had become a prosperous haberdasher. 
Children, recorded at Stotfold: 


6 i. William,banvt. 11 Oct. 1601. 
i Elizabeth, bapt. 31 Oct. 1602; m. Tomlins. 
John, bapt. 22 Jan. 1603/3; almost certainly d. young 
or without issue before 1646, since neither he nor 
his heirs are named in the will of his uncle Richard 
which gave a large legacy to each of his three sur- 
viving brothers and the same amount to the children 
of his deceased brother William. 
iv. Henry, bavt. 11 Aug. 1605; bur. 20 Oct. 1607. 
v. Thomas, bavt. 29 Mar. 1607. 
vi. Richard, bapt. 11 Dec. 1608; bur. 6 May 161k. 
vii. A son, bur. 2 Mar. 1609/10. 
8 viii. Michael, bavt. 5 May 1611. 
9 ix. Gerard, bavt. 25 Avr. 161). 


The records cited establish the parentage of the four 
New Englana brothers, and their descent from John and 
Anne Spencer of Edworth. Various attempts which we have 
seen to push the line further back either contain fatal 
flaws or.lack any acceptable evidence to sustain them. 

The New England Spencers made efforts to obtain pay- 
ment of the £50 apiece bequeathed to them by their un- 
cle, Richard Spencer of London, whose chief heir and 
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executor was their cousin, Daniel Spencer of London. On 
8 (11) 1646, i.e. 8 Jan. 1648/9, Garrard [Gerard] Spen- 
cer appointed Thomas Broughton of Watertown, Mass., and 
Samuel King of London, England, his attorneys to collect 
his legacy under the last will of Richard Spencer, late 
of London, linen draper, deceased; and the same date, 
"Michaell Spencer of Linne" did likewise [Aspinwall No- 
tarial Records (1903), 182, 190]. On 19 Jan. 1648, ive. 
1048/79, Michaell Spenser (as he signed his name) signed 
in Boston a bill of exchange to Mr. Thomas Ruck, "haber- 
dasher att the Seauen starres on London bridge," for 
£30, "part of the Legacy gyuen mee by my Unckle Richard 
Spencer," and directed to "my Louinge Cousen, M° Danyell 
Spenser Grocer in Friday Streete in London." This bill 
of exchange was protested, 5 Apr. 1650, by a London no- 
tary, who swore that upon presentation "the said Danyell 
Spencer answered, that hee will pay noe monneyes nor 
haue to coe with the sayd bill of exchange." [Quarterly 
Courts of Essex County, 4:385; quoted also in Waters, op. 
eit., 515.) 

The cousin Daniel Spencer was at death of Cony Hatch, 
co. Middlesex, citizen and grocer of London, and left a 
will dated 26 July 1665, proved 6 Nov. 1668 [Waters, op. 
cit., 913]. He evidently died a wealthy man, mention- 
ing messuages or lands in Lothbury, near Greene's Court, 
London; in Hitchin, Hippcletts and Preston, co. Hert- 
ford, including the Red Lion Inn in Hitchin; in Graves- 
end and Rochester, Kent, and in Tilbery, Essex. He 
named wife Sarah; eldest son Samuel; son Daniel; daugh- 
ters Rebecca and Hannah Spencer; daughters Mary wife of 
Thomas Thatch and Anne wife of William Tilsley; and 
kinsman William Carter. The son Samuel died by 167h, 
leaving a widow Rebecca and daughter Mary Spencer. No 
mention was made of the American cousins. 

Whether the legacies were ever collected, we are not 
prepared to state. The amount at stake was sufficient 
to have made it worth the trouble and cost of suing 
through an attorney in England. Possibly a search of 
Chancery records would reveal something of interest. An 
action of this nature, naming the parties at interest, 
would be of immense value if brought after the death of 
Michael Spencer in 1653, for it should name his surviv- 
ing children. We have full records of the families of 
the other three brothers, but, as we shall presently 
see, the New England records are very defective with re- 
spect to the children of Michael Spencer. 

Before concluding this chapter, it seems advisable to 
dispose of an error which occurs in many printed sources 
to the effect that the four Spencer brothers were accom- 
panied to New England by a fifth brother, the John who 
was baptized at Stotfold, 22 Jan. 1603/. 
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It has already been pointed out that neither John nor 
his heirs were named in the will of his uncle Richard 
and that he consequently had probably died without issue 
prior to 1645-6. Nevertheless, he has often been iden- 
tified with a Mr. John Spencer, who came on the Mary and 
John, 1634, settled at Newbury, Mass., which he repre- 
sented in the General Court, 1635; was made Captain in 
1637; was a follower of Wainwright and accused of heresy 
and returned to England in 1638. His will, made 1 Aug. 
1637, "before Mr. Spencer's going to England," was prov- 
ed 29 Mar. 1649. He made his chief heir his nephew 
John Spencer, with remainder to the testator's brother 
Thomas Spencer and his children, and chilcren of his 
brother Nicholas Kidwel and sister Rachel Kidwel; and 
mentioned also the children of his cousin Anne Knight 
of Newbury, and of his cousin Gardner. 

Austin in his Genealogical Dictionary of Khode Island 
(p. 186) suggests that John Spencer, head of the Rhode 
Island family, may have been son of Michael [of Stotfold 
and Lynn] and also may have been identical with the 
nephew John named in the will of John of Newbury. With 
the first of these suggestions we are in accord, since 
there is evidence for placing John of Rhode Island as 
son of Michael, but he was not the nephew of John of 
Newbury. The records have been so long available in 
print that we consider it unnecessary here to repeat 
the full details, which may be found by consulting The 
Probate Records: of Essex County, 13107-83 Waters, Gene- 
alogical Gleanings in England, 7-8, 553; and Genealog- 
ical Dictionary of Maine anda oY Hampshire, 650-1. The 


following pedigree of the family of John Spencer of New- 
bury is based on these sources. There were two brothers 
and one sister: 


i. Thomas Spencer, gent., b. ca. 1593 by age stated in 
marriage license; bur. at Kingston-upon-Thames, co. 
Surrey, 29 June 1648; m. at St. Peter's, Paul's 
Wharf, 25 Sept. 1623, Penelope (Jernegan) Fillioll, 
bapt. at Shalford, Essex, 2); Oct. 1591, widow of 
Western Fillioll, by whom she had a daughter Anne 
Fillioll who was living unmarried in 1656. The will 
of Thomas, dated 22 June 16,8, was proved 23 Aug. 
1648. Children, bapt. at Chertley, Surrey (dates not 
given in sources consulted): 

1. John, eldest son; heir of his uncle John of 
Newbury, Mass.; apparently came to New Eng- 
land, but d. in Jamaica, W.I., unm., before 
Dec. 1656 when adm'n on his estate was grant- 
ed to his half-sister Anne Filliol, his 
mother Penelope, brother Thomas and sister 
Rachel Spencer having renounced. 

2. Thomas, a physician, of Plymouth, co. Devon. 


THE FOUR SPENCER BROTHERS 87 


3. Penelope, m. at Newbury, Mass., 15 Jan. 16h-, 
John Treworgye, and left descendants in New 
England. It is of interest that their son 
James named a daughter Penelove and had a 
grandson named Spencer Treworgye. 

li. Rachel, living unm. in 1656, 

John, of Newoburv, Mass.; dienifie? in the records by 
the vrefix of resvect (Wr.); returned to England, and 
bur. at Kingston-upon-Thames, Surrey, 23 June 1615, 
six days before his brother Thomas. His will was 
vroved in Essex County, Mass. (supra). 

Rachel, m. Nicholas Kydwell of Kingston-uvon-Thames, 
whose will, dated 25 July 1676, was vroved 16 Sent. 
1679. Only surviving child: 

1. Rachel, m. John Gatton. 


There were other Spencer families in New England, 
not to mention the South, who were unrelated, so far as 
known, to the four colonist sons of Gerard Spencer of 
Stotfold, Bedfordshire, and since they have never been 
confused so far as we know with the Stotfold family, 
there is no need to discuss them here. 

However, we may mention that one George Spencer came 
to New England about 1636, was in trouble in New Haven 
in 1640, and the following year was hanged for an of- 
fence under the Mosaic Law which New Haven had set up 
in place of the common law of England. George Spencer 
testified that he knew Roger Alling [Allen] in England. 
Furthermore, a "Goodman" Spencer was steward of Capt. 
Lamberton on the voyage over, but dying on the passage 
was succeeded as steward by Roger Alling. He left an 
only daughter in the hands of Mr. Fowler and "Goodman" 
Tapp. This was Hannah Spencer, whd seems to have been 
raised in Milford, Conn. She married, 2 May 1661, Ben- 
jamin Jones, and left a son Benjarin and descendants. 

Since both of these New Haven Spencers were acquaint- 
ed with Roger Alling, who was a native of Kempston, co. 
Bedford, and since there were Spencers in Kempston, it 
seems likely that they came from that vicinity. Des- 
cendants of Hannah (Spencer) Jones might do well to 
seek her origin there. We have not pursued this line 
of investigation further, as there is no proved con- 
nection between the Spencers of Stotfold and those of 
Kempston, and we have touched upon the matter here 
solely because of the clue to a Bedfordshire origin 
for Hannah and to forestall any possible attempts to 
identify her as a member of the Stotfold family. 


iii. 


88 


A BOWNE PROSLEM: ADDITIONAL NOTES ON THE HOOFES, MARTIN 

AND PALMER FAMILIES OF BUCKS CO., PA., THE HUNT FAMILY 

OF WOODBRIDGE, N.J., AND THE LAWRENCE FAMILY OF PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PA., AND MOUNT HOLLY, N.J. 


By John Insley Coddington, of Arlington, Va. 


An article by the present writer, entitled A Bowne 
Problem, appeared.in The American Genealogist, vol. 19, 
pp. 166-176. Additional information has come to hand 
since the publication of that article, which makes it 
desirable to present some revisions and enlargements of 
the material concerning the pedigree of the Bowne family 
of Bucks Co., Pa., and its connections with the Hoopes, 
Martin and Palmer families of Bucks Co., Pa., the Hunt 
family of Woodbridge, N.J., the Lawrence family of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., and Mount Holly, N.J., and the Butcher 
family of Bucks Co., Pa., and Alexandria, Va. These 
notes are presented herewith except those on the Butcher 
family which it is planned to present at an early date. 
The references below are to the various pages and lines 
of the original article, cited above. 


Pare 172, lines 10 and 11: Margaret Hoopes was bap- 
tized at Skelton-in-Cleveland, co. York, 2 Sept. 1675 
[she m. (1) Abraham Beakes, and (2) John Todhunter]. 


Page 172, lines 11-17: "Josias Hoops &« An his wife" 
were married at Skelton-in-Cleveland 15 May 1670. "Josh- 
uaa meee & Esbile [Isabel] his wife" were married there 
1 May 1879. These two very unsatisfactory marriage rec- 
ords appear in the Parish Registers of Skelton-in-Cleve- 
land, and it is apparent, therefore, that the task of 
discovering the maiden surnames of the two wives whom 
Joshua Hoopes married in England will be extremely dif- 
ficult. However, the Parish Registers of Skelton do 
show that all the children of Joshua Hoopes were by his 
first wife Ann, who was buried there 20 Oct. 1678. These 
children were: Daniel (bapt. 27 May 1672), Mary (bapt. 
22 March 1674, bur. 22 May 1674), Margaret (bapt. 2 
Sept. 1675), and Christian (bapt. 28 April 1678). It 
was, therefore, incorrect to say (page 172, line 16) 
that Christian was the daughter of Joshua Hoopes by his 
second wife Isabel. It is hoped that a pedigree of the 
Hoopes family of Skelton-in-Cleveland, co. York, of Bucks 
Co. and later of Chester Co., Pa., will be ready for 
publication shortly. 


Page 173, lines 20-28: Mary Martin, b. 1 Oct. 1728, 
probably in Bristol Township, Bucks Co., Fa.; d. after 
17 Oct. 1785, probably at Woodbridge, N.J., was the eld- 
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est child of Lancelot Martin and his wife Mary (Beakes) 
(Bowne) Martin. She m. (1) at Falls Meeting House 

Bucks Co., Pa., 3 of Sth month (July) 1751, Samuel) Pal- 
mer, b. in Lower Makefield Township, Bucks Co., 28 of 
8th month (October) 1723, d. there 30 July 1756. He wag 
a son of John© and Ann (Allen) Palmer, grandson of John 
and Christian (Jowsey) Palmer of Hutton_Rudby, co. York, 
and Bucks Co., Pa., and brother of Mary3 Palmer who m. 
Georre4+ Walker, pnd of John3 Palmer who was the first 
husband of Sarah+ Walker (for whom see The American Gen- 
ealogist, vol. 20, p. 42, and vol. 23, Pp. 20). Mary 
(Martin) Palmer m. (2) at Falls Meeting House, li of 
1lth month (November) 1764, Solomon Hunt of Woodbridge, 
N.J. It was erroneously stated in A Bowne Problem that 
this man was "probably son of Solomon and Catharine 
(Bishop) Hunt, of Woodbridge, N.J." He was, in fact, the 
elder Solomon+ Hunt, who was b. at Grove Farm, Westches- 
ter Co., N.Y. (within the present limits of The Bronx), 
6 April 1705, son of Josiah3 and Abigail (Huestis) Hunt, 
grandson of Josiah*, and great-grandson of Thomas-+ Hunt 
of peed Conn., and Westchester, N.Y. 

Solomon+ Hunt was granted a certificate from the 
Friends! Meeting at Purchase, N.Y., to that at Wood- 
bridge, N.J., in 1727. "Solomon Hunt of Woodbridge and 
Catherine Bishop of Woodbridge (widow)" were married at 
Woodbridge 2i, of 2nd month (April) 1729 [Friends' Rec- 
ords, Woodbridge, Rahway & Plainfield Meeting, preserved 
at I'riends'! House, New York, N.Y., under the care of 
John Cox, Jr.]. Catherine was evidently the widow of 
Jonathan> Bishop of Woodbridge (b. there 9 Jan. 1686/7, 
will dated 17 March 1723/4, proved 10 Aug. 172k, N.J. 
Archives, lst series, vol. 23, p. 40, in which Jonathan 
Bishop named his wife "Cathrin,” son Jonathan and sis- 
ter Mary Stone), son of Noah© and Lydia Bishop of Wood- 
bridge and grandson of Johnl Bishop of Newbury and Nan- 
tucket, Mass., and Woodbridge, N.J., by his wife Rebec- 
ca (Kent) Scullard. The maiden surname of Catherine, 
wife successively of Jonathan?’ Bishop and Solomo Hunt, 
has not yet been discovered. She d. at Woodbridge 1, of 
12th month (December) 1760. In addition to Jonatha 
Bishop, her son by her first husband (who must have d. 
young) » Catherine had issue by her second husband, Sol- 
omon+ Hunt, the following children (names and dates 
ante Woodbridge Friends' Records, original volume, p. 
20): 


i. Josiah> Hunt, b. 1) of lst month (March) 1729/30, d. 
179. 

ii. Abigail Hunt, b. 23 of 9th month (Nov.) 1733, d. before 
1778, leaving issue; m. by 1760 (as his first wife) 
Mordecai4 Marsh, b. ca. 1735, d. at Bridgetown, Rahway 
Township, N.J., 2 July 1815, miller, son of Joseph3 
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(Joseph?, Samuel!) and Susannah Marsh of Perth Amboy, 
N.J. 

iii. Solomon> Hunt, Jr., b. 29 of 6th month (Aug.) 1736, d. 

iv. Susannah> Hunt, b. 15 of 2nd month (April) 1739, d. be- 
tween 1 July 178) (when she had a land warrant in 
Washington Go., Pa.) and 17 Oct. 1785 (when she was 
called "deceased" in her father's will). She m. (1) 
William Heard of Woodbridge, who d. between 19 April 
1763 (date of will) and 2 July 1763 (date of probate; 
N.J. Archives, lst series, vol. 33, p. 185). She m. 
T2) by license dated 2 Jan. 1764, Asa Morris of Wood- 
bridge, later of Washington and Greene Counties, Pa., 
who is the subject of an article entitled "Asa Morris 
of Woodbridge, N.J.," by Professor William A. Morris 
of the University of California, in the Proceedings of 
the New Jersey Historical Society, vol. 59 (19L1), pp. 
20-37. That article contains several bad genealogical 
mistakes, since, Professor Morris consulted neither the 
will of Solomon4 Hunt nor the Woodbridge Friends' Rec- 
ords, and attributed the wrong William Heard (who d. 
in 1756) as the first husband of Susannah. Susannah? 
(Hunt) (Heard) Morris had issue by both her marriages. 

v. Nathand Hunt, b. 2 of 3rd month (May) 1741, 4. before 
the date of his father's will, 17 Oct. 1785, without 
issue. 

Catherine? Hunt, b. 16 of 10th month (Dec.) 17hh, 4. 
1819; m. by license dated 22 April 1767 to John Marsh 
of Rahway, N.J., verhaps brother, perhaps cousin of 
Mordecai Marsh who m. her sister Abigail Hunt. He d. 
in 181). They had issue. 


Four years after the death of his first wife, Solomort} 
fiunt journeyed to Bucks Co., Pa., to marry (2) Mary (Mar- 
tin) Palmer, and they were married, as aforesaid, at 
Falls Meeting House, 1) of 11th month 1764. On 3 of kth 
month (April) 1765, Mary wife of Solomon Hunt and her 
daughter Ann Palmer had a certificate from the Friends! 
Meeting at Falls to that at Woodbridge. Mary (Martin) 
(Palmer) Hunt apparently had no children by her second 
husband, or at least, none are mentioned in the Wood- 
bridge Friends' Records or in Solomon's will. Solomon+ 
Hunt was disowned by the Woodbridge Meeting on 17 of 9th 
month (Sept.) 1777 for refusing to free his slaves, so 
neither the date of his death nor that of Mary appears 
in the Woodbridge Friends' Records. Mary was still alive 
on 17 Oct. 1785, when Solomon+ Hunt made his will, in 
which he bequeathed to her "goods and moveables she had 
at the time of our marriage, also £100 in lieu of dower" 
(N.J. Archives, lst series, vol. 37, p. 193], but, since 
she was not executrix, it is not known whether she was 
living when the will was proved, 20 March 1792. 
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Page 173, line 31: Ann+ Palmer, b. 26 Aug. 1752, el- 
der child of Samuel5 and Mary (Martin) Palmer, was bur- 
ied at Philadelphia, 2) of 1lth month (Nov.) 1791, "aged 
40" [Philadelphia Monthly Meeting records: she was actu- 
ally 39]. She and her mother received a certificate on 
3 April 1765 to remove from the Falls to the Woodbridge 
Monthly Meeting of Friends. When she was 17, she evi- 
dently decided to return to her father's relatives in 
Bucks County, for she was granted a certificate by the 
Rahway and Woodbridge Meeting on 21 of 3rd month 1770, 
being "clear of marriage engagement." She was received 
at Falls by certificate from Rahway on 6 of 6th month 
1770. She was married at Falls Meeting House, 10 of 
llth month (Nov.) 1773, as his second wife, to Thomas 
Lawrence, Jr., son of Thomas Lawrence of Philadelphia. 

Thomas Lawrence the elder, father-in-law of Ann+ Pal- 
mer, was apparently related to Edward Roberts, b. in co. 
Merioneth, Wales, 3rd month 1687, who settled at Byber- 
ry, Philadelphia Co., before 1714 [Clarence V. Roberts, 
Early Friends of Upper Bucks (1925), p. 428]. Thomas 
Lawrence, Jr., m. ty at Philadelphia Meeting House, 12 
of Sth month (May) 1768, Hannah Hallowell, b. at Phila- 
delphia, 2) of 12th month (Feb.) 1745/6, daughter of 
John and Hannah Hallowell of Philadelphia. The date of 
Hannah's death is not known, but she had one child, John 
Lawrence, b. ca. April 1769, d. at Philadelphia, 26 of 
7th month (July) 1770, aged 15 months. The other chil- 
dren of Thomas Lawrence, Jr., seem to have been by his 
second wife, Ann+ Palmer. 

Thomas Lawrence, husband of aAnntt Palmer, was listed 
in the Census of 1790 of Philadelphia, living on the 
east side of North Water Street, between Market and 
Race, with a household of 3 males over 16, males under 
16, 2 females and 1 free black. He was buried at Phila- 
delphia, 30 of lst month (Jan.) 1802, leaving a will 
dated 27 Jan. 1802, proved 5 Feb. 1802 [Will Book Y, p. 
644, Probate Court, City Hall, Philadelphia, FPa.], of 
which an abstract follows: "Thomas Lawrence of the City 
of Philadelphia, cooper and gauger. Sick & weak of 
body. To my niece Elizabeth Pearce, widow, niece Han- 
nah Lawrence, nephew Richard Lawrence, Jr., niece Mar- 
tha Lawrence, nephew Josiah Lawrence and niece Susannah 
Lawrence, all children of my brother Richard Lawrence, 
deceased, £50 each. To my sister Mary Lawrence, a ma- 
hogany bureau. All the residue of my estate (my debts 
being paid) to my three sons, John Lawrence, Thomas Law- 
rence and Samuel Lawrence (the last under age), to be 
equally divided between them. Son John Lawrence and 
friend Elliston Perrot to be executors." Witnesses: 
Thos. Harkins, F. Thomson. 

Children of Thomas Lawrence and his second wife, 
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Ann4+ Palmer: 


i. John Lawrence, b. ca. 1774, executor of his father's 
will in 1802, named in the will of his brother Thomas 
in 1811; granted a certificate from the Philadelnhia 
Meeting to the Mount Holly Monthly Meeting, N.J., 21 
of 2nd month 1811; m. in Burlington Co., N.J., 23 
Sept. 1811, his first cousin, Elizabeth Gardiner, dau. 
of John and Elizabeth (Lawrence) Gardiner of Mount 
Holly; disowned by Mount Holly Meeting 7 of 11th month 
1611 for marrying his first cousin and for marrying 
before a magistrate. 

ii. Marv Lawrence, b. » bur. at Philajelvhia, 1h of 7th 
month (July) 1782. 

iii. Thomas Lawrence, b. -----, 4. in the Northern Liberties 
of Philadelphia, 30 of Sth month (Aug.) 1811, "aged 
28 years" (North Philadelnhia Monthly Meeting Record), 
though he must have been older,,since his father's 
will in 1802 stated that only Samuel was under age. 
As "Thomas Lawrence of Philadelnhia, cooper & gauger, 
son of ‘thomas & Ann, both dec'd," he m, at North Meet- 
ing House, 11 of llth month (Nov.) 1806, Elizabeth 
Barnes, daughter of Thomas and Lydia Barnes of the 
Northern Liberties. Witnesses to the Quaker wedding 
inclujed Samuel Lawrence (his brother), Mary Lawrence 
(his paternal aunt), Thomas, Lydia, Thomas Jr., John, 
Robert T., Hannah, Samuel & Rebecca Barnes, and 65 
others. Thomas Lawrence, Jr., of the Northern Liber- 
ties in the Co. of Philadelphia, coover & gauger, left 
a will dated 18 Aug. 1811, proved 5 Sept. 1811 (Will 
Book 3, p. 512, Probate Court, Philadelohia). He left 
all his household goods ard half the residue to his 
dear wife Elizabeth. "Item my dear Brother John Law- 
rence does not stani in need of any share of my prop- 
erty, but in token of affection I bequeath to him my 
gold watch. And whereas my dear Brother Samuel Law- 
rence has been unfortunate in the world, I do direct 
my Executors to advance him $200 free from the Con- 
troul of his Creditors." Residue of estate in trust 
to Executors for the benefit of the family of my bro- 
ther Samuel. "At my wife's decease, her share to go 
to my brother Samuel or his descendants." Elizabeth 
(Barnes) Lawrence, widow of Thomas Lawrence, Jr., m. 
(2) Baldwin, as apnears in the will of her fa- 
ther, Thomas Barnes of the City of Philadelnhia, cur- 
rier, dated 13 Aug. 1823, in which he bequeathed to 
his daughter Elizabeth Baldwin (Will Book 8, p. 56, 
Probate Court, Philadelphia). Evicently no issue. 

iv. Samuel Lawrence, b. after 176, since he was a minor at 
the time of his father's will, dated 27 Jan. 1802, 
also a minor on 25 of 3rd month 1803, when he was 
granted a certificate from Philadelphia Meeting to 
Mount Holly Meeting, N.J., and still a minor on 7 of 
3rd month 1805, when he was received at Philadelphia 
Meeting by certificate from Mount Holly. He was dis- 
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owned by Philadelphia Monthly Meeting on 21 of 2nd 
month 1811, and was an object of his brother Thomas's 
pity in the latter's will in August 1811. He_had m. 
in Burlington Co., N.J., 17 Oct. 1807, Hannah? Shinn, 
b. there in 1788, dau. of John4# and Mary (Norton) 
Shinn, and descended through Jacob? and John® from 
Johnl Shinn of Springfield Township, Burlington Co., 
N.J. Samuel and Hannah (Shinn) Lawrence had: (1) Ann 
(m. Uriah W. Stokes of Philadelphia), (2) Mary (m. 

Bullock), (3) John, (lh) William, (5) Edward 
Shinn. 


WHO WANTS WHAT AND WHERE 


Glidden-Smith. Rebecca Smith married Simeon Glidden 
19 Oct. 1767 in Hawke (now Danville), N. H., and died 
in Unity, N. H., 31 March 1818, aged 69. Her parentage 
desired. A son was named Holly, a possible clue. 
---Mrs. Samuel Ellsworth Bradt 
North First St., De Kalb,I1l. 


Murer. (1) Samuel Murray (1748-1776) and his wife 
Chloe Kelsey of Kent, Conn., had two daughters, Temper- 
ance (b. 1773) and Chloe (b. 1774). After 1790 the 
widow Chloe Murray and family moved to vicinity of £l- 
mira, N.Y., with her parents. Later history of the two 
daughters desired, and their descendants. 

(2) Rev. Allen Murray, a Methodist minister last 
known to be living in Rome, N.Y., in 1854, had sons 
Calvin ana Asahel and daughters Dorcas and Lucy. Date 
and place of Allen's death, and record of descendants 
desired. 

(3) Samuel Plum Murray, born 5 Dec. 1783, was admit- 
ted to the Episcopal Church in Guilford, Conn., 1 Jan. 
1804; no further record. Further information desired. 

(4) Henry Hall and Huldah Murray, both of Guilford, 
Conn., were married and settled in Albany County, N.Y., 
about 1798-1800. Would anyone having Hall data be able 
to furnish further information about this couple and 
their descendants? ---William B. Murray 

Callender Avenue 
Feoria, 5, illinois 
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EDMUND HOBART OF HINGHAM, MASSACHUSETTS 


By Clarence Almon Torrey, Ph. B., of Boston 


The family name in Hingham, England, was Hubbard and 
variants,-not Hobart. The name became Hobart in New 
England. 

The oldest Parish Register of Hingham, England, now 
in existence, begins in 1600. Presumably an earlier 
register was lost or destroyed. 


Edmund? Hubbard married Margaret Dewey, Sept. 7, 1600, 
at Hingham, England. They came to New England in 1633, 
with their children Joshua, Rebecca and Sarah, and set- 
tled in Charlestown, Mass. Edmund soon became a member 
of the Charlestown Church; Joshua and Rebecca were af- 
terwards admitted to church membership. Margaret, Ed- 
mund's wife, is not mentioned in Charlestown church or 
town reccrds. That she died in 1633 or 163) appears 
from the fact that her husband married secondly, Oct. 
10, 1634, Sarah Oakeley, widow, according to the marri- 
age certificate. She is called Sarah Oakely when she 
joined the church, Aug. 30, 1634. She was elsewhere 
described as the widow of the Rev. John Lyford. They 
removed to Bare Cove, now Hingham, Mass., in 1635. She 


was 53 years of age in tw She died June 23, 169. 

Edmund died March 8, 1645/6. Rev. Peter Hobart called 

him “Father Hubbeard" in the death record in his Diary. 
Children, baptized in Hingham, England: 


i. Nazareth2, bapt. June 7, 1601; m. (1) Nov. 9, 1626, 

Robert Turner, who was buried April 7, 1627; m. (2) 
July 13, 1630, as his second wife, John Beal. They 
came to New England and settled in Hingham, Mass., 
where she d. Sept. 23, 1658. John Beal m. (3) March 
10, 1658/9, Mary (Gilman) Jacob, widow of Nicholas 
Jacob, and sister of Edward+ Gilman, an early settler 
at Hingham, Mass. She d. June 15, 1681. He 4. Avril 
1, 1688; ("a good man of an hundred vears old, who 
was found dead in's yard."—dudge Sewall's Diary). 

ii. Edmund, bavt. Jan. 16, 1602/(3); m. Oct. 18, 1632, at 
Hingham, England, Elizabeth Elmer. After coming to 
New England in 1633, they resite? at Charlestown and 
Hingham, Mass. She 4. Nov. lh, 1675. He 4. Feb. 16, 
1685/6. 

iii. (Rev.) Feter, bavt. Oct. 13, 160); came to New England 
in 1635; d. Jan. 20, 1678/9, "about 10 of the clock 
at night," an? was buried Jan. 23, 1678/9, at Hing- 
ham, Mass.; m. (1) about 1628, Elizabeth Ibrook, dau. 
of Richard and Marearet ( ) Tbrook, bart. Aug. 
31, 1608, at Southwold, England. She 4. after the 
birth of her son Gershom, who was born in Dec. 165. 
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Rev. Peter Hobart m. (2) probably about June 16y6, 
Rebecca Peck, dau. of Josevh and Rebecca (Clark) 
Peck, bant. May 25, 1620, at Hingham, England, 4. 
Sent. 9, 1693, at Hingham, Mass. 

Thomas, bavt. Feb. 23, 1605/(6); m. (1) June 2, 1629, 
at Wymonham, England, Anne Plomer. They came from 
England in 1633; resided in Charlestown, and Hingham 
Mass. His second wife, Jane, d. Feb. 18, 1690. He d. 
Aug. 18, 1689. 

Alice, bant. March 22, 1606/(7); m. Feb. 28, 1631/2, at 
Hardinecham, England, Thomas Chubbuck; afterward re- 
sided at Hingham, England, and Charlestown and Hing- 
ao Mass. She d. Feb. 20, 167h/5. He d. Dec. 9, 
1676. 

Anthony, bart. Oct. 8, 1609; buried Dec. 22, 1609. 

Edward, bavt. Nov. k, 1610; buried Nov. 28, 1610, 

Rebecca, bant. Dec. 29, 1611; came to New England with 
her varents in 1633 and became a member of the Char- 
lestown, Mass., Church in the latter part of that 
year. . Her brother Joshua became a member the same 
day. She probably removed to Hingham, Mass., in 
1635. It is believed that she became the third wife 
of Edward Bangs soon after the removal. idward Bangs 
and wife Rebecca had a son Jonathan, who had a grand- 
son, Hubbard Bangs. The name Hobart anveared as Hub- 
bard and variants in New England after the svelling 
Hobart had been adopted by members of the family. 

(Capt. ) Joshua, bapt. Oct. 9, 161); m. at Cambridge, 
Mass., in March 1637/8, Ellen Ibrook, dau. of Richard 
and Margaret ( ) Torook, bart. Nov. 10, 1622, at 
Southwold, England. They resided at Hingham, Mass., 
where he d. July 28, 1682. She d. July 25, 1700. 

Sarah, bapt. Dec. 26, 1617; came to New England in 
1633, according to Daniel Cushing's record. Her 
later history seems to be unknown. 


ELIPHALET HITT (NOT HILL) OF BOSTON 


By Mr. Raloh David Phillips of New York City, who found the error, 
and Mr. Francis Richmond Sears of Swansea, Mass., who vroved it 


Thomas? Morehouse (Samuel@, Thomas+), of a Fairfield, 
Conn., family, married at Boston, Mass., 3 April 1690, 
Mary Hill. She is identified in Families of Old Fair- 
field, by Donald Lines Jacobus [1:]22], with a Mary Hill, 
daughter of Eliphalet and Ann Hill who, according to the 
printed Boston Vital Records [R.C.R. 9:11], was born 
there 1 whe i 1670; and since she is stated to have died 


9 July 1746 in her 77th year, according to her grave- 

stone, the age of the wife of Thomas Morehouse does fit 
the birth record of 1670. Nevertheless, we propose to 
show that no such person as Mary daughter of Eliphalet 


iv. 
Ve 
vi. 
vii. 
viii. 
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and Ann Hill, born 1 April 1670, ever existed! 

It should be noted that Mary is the only child re- 
corded in Boston to Eliphalet and Ann Hill. Savare 
(Gen. Dict. 2:415] enters Eliphalet Hill with wife Ann 
and this one child, but without other particulars. in 
fact, so far as we have been able to learn, no one has 
ever found anything at all concerning Lliphalet Hill 
except the recorded birth of his daughter lary. 

On the other hand, Eliphalet Hitt or Hett of Boston 
was married there, 1 Sept. 1660, to Ann Douglas, daugh- 
ter of Henryl Douglas of Boston, and they had several 
children recorded in Boston, namely: 

Samuel, b. 13 May 1662; 

Hannah, b. 13 Feb. 1663 [1663/47]; 

John, b. 9 Feb. 1665 

Thomas, b. 16 Mar. 1666 [1666/72]. 
Mary, born 1 April 1670, with parents also named Elipha- 
let and Ann, fits in logi¢ally as the next child, if 
the surname was Hitt instead of Hill. 

The will of Thomas Douglas of Boston, mariner, dated 
5 June 1676, proved in 1680, mentions among others "my 
Sister Anne Hitt." [Suffolk County Probate, 6:13).] 

On Sept. 1678, a bond was given by Daniel Hench- 
man, merchant, with Richard Woodde, sope-boyler, as 
surety, both of Boston, for £500, as guardian unto Han- 
nah Hett, Samuel Hett, and John, Thomas, and Mary Hett, 
"being under age to choose for themselves....all of 
them children of Anne Hett, widow, dec'd." [Ibid., 3, 
new series, p. aanes On the next page is recorded an- 
other bond, given 26 May 1680 by Daniel Henchman, as 
security for "all that Estate in Housing and Lands scit- 
uate in Boston...belonging unto...Hannah, John, and 
Ma Hett, three of the children of Eliphalet Hett, same 
time of Boston, cooper, dec'd." 

Mary Hett married in Boston, 2 Mar. 1693, Benjamin 
Fitch. [R.C.R. 9:209.] 

On 18 June 1694, by a partition deed, "Nathaniel 
Parkman of Boston....marriner and Hannah his Wife one 
of ye Daughters of Eliphalet Hett late of Boston afore- 
sd, mercht. dec'ed: of the one part and Benjamin Fitch 
of Boston aforsd, glover, and Mary his Wife another of 
the Daughters of ye sd Eliphalet Hett on the other part" 
divided land in Boston. [Suffolk County Deeds, 20:530- 
1]. On 15 June 1702, these same two daughters are cal- 
led daughters of Eliphalet Hill in another deed in which 
Hannah Parkman conveyed and referred to the earlier deed 
just cited above. [Ibid., 21:)3-6.] 

Thus it appears that in at least two records the 
failure of the recorder to "cross his tees" changed the 
name Hitt into Hill and arbitrarily created a Mary Hill 
daughter of Eliphalet and Ann Hill. There was indeed a 
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Mary Hill, if the surname has been correctly read, who 
married Thomas Morehouse in Boston, but her parentage 
remains to be sought. 


Editor's Note. We are grateful to the contributors 
for permission to publish the above article. Their con- 
clusions clear up a matter which has long puzzled stu- 
dents of the Morehouse family, the Saybrook branch of 
which descends from Thomas} Morehouse and Mary Hill. It 
explains why no one has ever been able to solve the 
identity of her supposed father, Eliphalet. The widow 
of the first William I]ill of Fairfield married Edmund 
Greenleaf of Boston. Two of her sons settled there, 
one of whom died unmarried. The eldest son, Williame, 
continued the Fairfield branch. The son James¢ Hill 
married at Boston, 10 April 1662, Hannah Henchman, and 
had some children recorded there. It would have been 
natural for Thomas Mcrehouse, when in Boston, to estab- 
lish contact with relatives of his Fairfield neighbors, 
some of whom he may have previously met. However, this 
is suggested merely as a possible clue. Those interest- 
ed would do well to unacertake research in Boston, and 
now that "Eliphalet" Hill has been accorded a quietus 
est, a serious obstacle has been removed and the chance 
should be good of learning the real parentage of Mary 
(Hill) Morehcuse. 


A BRAYTON—PEIRCE RELATIONSHIP 


By Frederick W. Wead, B.A., M.Arch., of Boston, Mass. 


Among the papers preserved in the Middlesex County 
Court Files at Cambridge, Mass., is the following let- 
ter from Francis! Brayton of Portsmouth, R.I., to Mi- 
chael Bacon, Jr., of Woburn, Mass., which shows some 
relationship between the Brayton family and the Peirce 
family of Watertown, Mass. This document reads: 


Micall Bacon 

I Understand By CP* Goging [i.e. Capt. Daniel Gookin 
of Cambridge] & my Kinsman Read that I may have my dis- 
borsments payd Unto my order which you have Orationed 
me to doe as Relateing Unto my Kinswoman mary balle 
the sume I charge you with is fourty five shillings in 
silver fourty of wh is for my horse hire & my owne Ex- 
spences to Camberage to seeke after you & five shillings 
I now deliver Unto mary balle to defraye her charge Un- 
to your parts w°h sume pay Unto my brothr Anthony perse 
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at site heare of & this shall obleage me to aquitt you 
from all demands what soever from the beginning of y® 
world Unto y® day of y® payeing of the mony Unto brother 
Anthony perse wh his Reseyte of shall discharge you 
from your frind 
Atest R:I ss: 27%) of aprill 71 frances Brayton 
Ralph Read his marke 
Thomas hensher his marke {a poorly formed 'f'] 
{a capital T] 
(Underneath in a different hand is written] 
A second Journey to the same place with like trouble 
and expence 


This letter refers to a suit brought in behalf of 
Mary Ball against Michael Bacon, Jr., as the father of 
her child. On 21 April 1671, Michael Bacon, Jr., gave 
a bond agreeing to pay for the bringing up of the child. 

Mary> Ball, born in Watertown about 1651, was the 
daughter of John@ Ball and his first wife, Elizabeth@ 
Peirce, and granddaughter of John! Peirce. Her mother, 
Elizabeth, became insane about 1656 and the Town Records 
show that between 9 Dec. 1656 and Sept. 1658 John Ball 

laced his five children with friends and relatives. On 

March 1660/1 [Middlesex Registry, 3:81], John resign- 
ed his three children to his "Father and Mother Peirse." 
After her grandmother's death, Mary presumably went to 
Woburn, Mass., where her uncle Robert@ Peirce lived, 
and went to work for Michael Bacon, Jr. She seems to 
have fled to her "kinsman," Francis Brayton, in Ports- 
mouth, for on 3 April 1671 she wrote to Bacon, making 
her accusation, from there. 

Johnl Peirce, weaver from Norwich, died in Watertown 
6 Aug. 1661, and his widow, Elizabeth, died March 1666 
/7. His will, dated } March 1657/8, proved 1 Oct.1661, 
names only his wife and eldest son Anthony; but Eliza- 
beth's, dated 15 March 1666/7, proved 2 April 1667, 
names her sons, daughters, and grandchildren, including 
Mary Ball. 

Anthony Peirce, Mary Ball's uncle, had two wives, 
Sarah, who was mother of his eldest son, and Anne, who 
was the mother of the rest of his children. His oldest 
daughter, Mary, born in Watertown 1633, married about 
1664, Ralph Read of Woburn. His son, Joseph> Peirce, 
born about 1643, married about 1668, Martha 3; and 
the second son of Joseph and Martha, born at Watertown . 
27 July 1671, was named Francis. 

Francis+ Brayton of Portsmouth, R.I., had a daughter 
Martha who married a Pearce. According to Austin's 
Genealogical Dictionary, Martha® Brayton married John 
Pearce of Portsmouth, R.I., and had a son Francis, but 
no actual evidence is cited except that the will of 
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Francis Brayton gives legacies to his daughter Martha 
Pearce and to his grandson Francis Pearce. 

The possible conclusions to be drawn from these facts 
are: (1) that Anthony Peirce and Francis Brayton mar- 
ried sisters; (2) that Anthony Peirce married Brayton's 
sister; or (3) that Joseph Peirce married Martha Bray- 
ton, thus making their parents "brothers" by courtesy, 
a use of the term common at that pericd. Since Joseph 
Peirce did have a wife Martha and a son Francis, it 
seems possible, in view of the relationsaip mentioned 
in the letter, that the third conclusion may be the 
correct one and that Austin may have erred in identify- 
ing the husband of Martha. We leave the question open, 
and will welcome any further facts that may aid in ar- 
riving at a correct solution of the problem. 


ERRATUM 


Vol. 25, p.- 182. Abel Gillett (No. 38) married Sarah 
Kimberly, daughter of Abraham and Abigail (Fitch, not 
Adams) Kimberly. Abigail Adams was wife of her brother, 
Abraham Kimberly, Jr. 


BRAINARD—BUSHNELL 


A Note bv Donald Lines Jacobus 


Lucy Abizail Brainard, The Genealogy of the Brainerd- 
Brainard Family in America (1908), Vol. 2, Elijah Fart, 
pe Yl, states that Elijah2 Brainerd married Sept. 28, 
1699, Mary Bushnell, probably daughter of Joseph and 
Mary (Leffingwell) Bushnell. That is correct and is 
proved by a deed in Norwich, Conn., Land Records, vol. 
13, pe 292. On 12 Aug. 1747, Joseph Brainard, Gideon 
Arnold, Jacob Brainard, Samuell Brainard, Jabez Brain- 
ard, Phinehus Brainard, Abigail Arnol [sic], Thankfull 
Brainerd, and Esther Brainerd, all of Haddam, and Mary 
Pond of Branford, conveyed to Jonathan Bushnell of Nor- 
wich and Nathan Bushnell of Lebanon, and "to the Rest 
of the Heirs of our Hon@ Grandfather Mr Joseph Bushnell 
of Norwich decd." Thankful and Esther had married, re- 
spectively, their cousins Jacob and Samuel Brainerd. 
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ISRAEL (MASON) BISSELL 


By Donald Lines Jacobus, M.A., F.A.S.G. 


Second Paper 


In the April 1950 issue of The American Genealogist 
(Vol. 26, pp. 84-94), the present writer presented a 
resumé of earlier accounts of the family of the noted 
Major John Mason and set forth strong circumstantial 
evidence for the conclusion that Israel Mason (always 
heretofore wrongly called Isabel), wife of Cornet John 
Bissell of Windsor, Conn., was daughter of Major John 
Mason by his first wife. Record proof of this conclus- 
ion, almost by a happy accident, has since come to the 
writer's notice. 

The Major had obtained from the Mohican Sachem, Uncas, 
a deed to a larse and valuable tract of land lying in 
Colchester, Lyme, Lebanon, and other towns chiefly north 
of Norwich, when at a later date those towns were estab- 
lished with definite boundaries. The Major's grandson, 
Capt. Peter Mason, for some years an inhabitant of Col- 
chester, acquired the rights of a number of the Mason 
heirs in this tract, and handled the sale and distribu- 
tion of parts of this tract through the instrumentality 
of his friend, Lieut.-Col. John Livingston, then of New 
London. Although Connecticut did not have the county 
system of recording, some of the documents relating to 
these transactions were recorded, perhaps because they 
related to more than a single township, in the Land Rec- 
ords of New London. 

In Volume 6, for instance, there is acormeyance (page 
296) dated 31 March 1713 from Peter Mason of Colchester, 
Gent., to Major John Livingston, Esq., of New London, 
relating to the "Massapeage ffarme"; another, dated 13 
March 1712/13, from, Peter Mason of Colchester to his be- 
loved friend, "Leiu®* Collonel John Leuingston," con- 
veyins half of the lands mentioned in their articles of 
agreement (page 312); and (page 332) a confirmation deed 
from Oweneco Visi of Uncas] to "the heirs of Major John 
Mason" with specific mention of Samuel Mason and Daniel 
Mason of Stonington, sons of the Major. 

The important deed genealogically is in Volume 7, be- 
ginning at page 70. Although in its first lines this 
instrument bears the date of 12 March 1702, the year is 
clearly an error in recording for 1712 [i.e. 1712/13] 
for it contains references to quitclaims dated in 1706 
and 1710; it was ackncwledzed on 23 March 1712/13; and 
its terms were to continue in force to the "lst of Jan- 
uary next" which (it is specified) will be 1713/1k. 

‘articles of Agreement had made Indented and Coneld®@ 
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vpon this Twelth Day of March Anno Domini: 1702 [read 
1712, i.e. 1712/13] and In the Twelth yeare of the 
Reigne of our Soueraigne Lady Anne.....by and between 
John Liuingston of New London In the Collony of Connec- 
ticut Esq? on the one partt And Capt Peter Mason of Coll- 
chester In the Collony afores?,....Peter Mason hath 
Giuen A Letter of Attorny to the s@ Coll. John Liuing- 
ston beareing Date with these presents....intred into 
Bond Each to other In the summe of Twenty thousand 
Founds of the same Date Which Letter of Atorney aboues@ 
Impowreth him the s% Liuingston to manage his affairs 
Respecting Lands belonging to him in this Collony which 
Acrews to him the said Mason by Deeds of Lease and Re- 
leases which were by Virtue of a Deed from Vncas & Wayo- 
nora Sachems of Mohegan to his Honoured Grand father 
Major John Mason Deceased as may appeare vpon Record 
vizt A quit claime from mY Daniell Mason of Stoneington 
beareing Date march the 14th 1706 A quittclaime frome 
Daniell White of June the 24 1710 a Quit Claime frome 
Priscilla Fitch of the 20th of March 1710 and frome Dan- 
iell Josiah and Samuell Bissell Dated June the 2th 1710 
frome Samuell Stoughton and Dorothy Stoughton Dated June 


ed" and there follows an assignment of the lands to 
Mason, Livingston, and several others who had evidently 
bought an interest. 

It is apparent that Peter Mason had been buying up 
the rights of other Iason heirs. Daniel Mason and Pris- 
cilla Fitch are readily identified as two of the Major's 
children. Daniel, Josiah and Samuel Bissell were sons 
of Israel (Mason) Bissell, while irs. Lorothy Stoughton 
and the wife of Daniel White were daughters of Israel 
(liason) Bissell; see the family record of the Bissells 
ante, Vol. 26, pp. 91-93. Obviously, the children of 
Israel (l’ason) Bissell would have had no interest in 
the Indian lands of Major Mason, and the Major's grand- 
son would not have been so foolish as to buy their in- 
terest, unless Israel was daughter of the Major. Added 
to the strceng circumstantial evidence already set forth, 
this evidence settles the question positively. There 
can be no stronger proof of any pedigree than the in- 
heritance of land. 

The general index cf deeds in New London fails to in- 
dicate that the deeds from the Bissell heirs referred to 
in the above power of attorney were spread on the Land 
Records of that town. ‘Whether any of them were recorded 
in Colchester or other towns in which parts of the tract 
lay, we have not investigated. The specific terms of 
the actual Bissell deeds could be no more convincing 
than the recorded fact that Feter Mason obtained them. 


2h: 1710 
"now it is to be understood and it is hereby conclud- 


WILLIAM CHURCELLL AND EDWARD CHURCHILL 


By Eugene Diven Buchanan, of Highland Park, Ill. 


the contributor acknowledges indebtedness to research undertaken 
on his behalf several years ago by Donald lines Jacobus, which in- 
dicated that previously published accounts of these Churchill fam- 
ilies are defective and inaccurate. Feeling that the records found 
and the conclusions reached will be helpful to others and should be 
made accessible by publication, it seems appropriate to the con- 
tributor that a condensation of this study should aprear in The 
American Genealogist. 7 


The Churchill Genealogy, by G. A. and N. W. Church- 
ill, 190), pages 555-559, gives an account of William 
Churchill of "Manhattan," and his family, and places 
Edward Churchill of Fishkill, N.Y., among his children. 
For purposes of study and comparison, the main genealog- 
ical allegations as stated in the Churchill book are 
briefed as follows: 


William Churchill married at Manhattan after 10 Mar. 1672 (date 
of marriage license) Susannah Brasyer. An Englishman, Lieutenant 
under Leisler. Left will, 19 Sept. 1702, not accented for probate; 
on 25 Sept. 1714 the son Charles conveyed to his mother Susannah, 
and she sold 3 Dec. 171) to William Prevoorst. Children: 


i. Anne, b. Sept. 1673; d. 15 May 1691 ae. 17 3/h (g.s.; 
Trinity Churchyard). 
Charles, b. May 1675; a mariner; m. . Children: 
1. John, b. ca. 1725/63; m. Mary Taylor. 
2. Anna, m. (1) Robert Coker, (2) Edward Abeil. 
Chiidren by Coker: 
(1) Robert, bp. 4 June 1715. 
(2) William, bp. 9 Oct. 1717. 
Child by Abeil: 
(3) Edward, bp. 25 Dec. 1719. 
Richard, b. Mar. 1676; d. 5 Aug. 1681 ae. 5 1/2 (g.s., 
Jrinity Churchyard). 
Robert, of Fairfield, Conn., will dated 3 Nov. 1733; m. 
ca. 1693/4, Sarah . Children: 
Abigail, bp. 17 Feb. 1695. 
Sarah, bp. 17 Feb. 1695. 
Elinor, bp. 20 Oct. 1695. 
Nehemiah, bp. 21 Mar. 1698. 
Edward, b. ca. 1718; m. Esther Hull near Wales- 
burg, New Haven Co., Conn. 
Robert. 
7. Patience. 
Edward, b. 1679; of Fishkill, N.Y. (His history is re- 
served for later discussion. ) 


It requires no keen genealogical mind to see that 
something is decidedly wrong with the above pedigree. 
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Of the two children attributed to Charles, John is said 
to have been born about 1725/6, while Anna was already 
having children a decade before her alleged brother was 
born. it is obvious almost at a glance that there is 
little place to fit Robert of Fairfield into the family 
of William of New York, if the dates given are correct; 
for William married in*1672 and is assigned children 
born Sept. 1673, May 1675 and March 1676; yet Robert is 
said to have married-about 1693/4. 

In fact, Robert must have married earlier than sug- 
gested. His wife joined the Fairfield Church 10 Feb. 
1694/5, and had two children baptized just a week later 
and a third child eight months later. The third child 
was presumably baptized shortly after birth, but the two 
older children were baptized in consequence of their 
mother's admission to the church, and their births must 
be placed earlier. Spacing the births of the three 
children a year and a half apart, it is apparent that 
the marriage of Robert occurred not later than 1691, 
and of course it may have been earlier. It is therefore 
hard to believe that Robert Churchill was son of William 
whose marriage occurred in 1672, unless he had been been 
previously married. 

In Families of Old Fairfield, by Donald L. Jacobus, 
an account is presented of Robert Churchill or Churcher 
and his family. No parentage is there assigned to Rob- 
ert; his two wives are there identified as Sarah Cable, 
mother of Abigail, Sarah, Ellen and Nehemiah, and [Re- 
becca?] Thomas, mother of Robert and Patience. There 
was no son Edward named in his will or in other Fair- 
field records; no such place as Walesburg in New Haven 
County has been located; and therefore all statements 
made in the Churchill book relative to this younger id- 
ward must be viewed with suspicion. Certainly Robert 
had no such son. 

In view of these errors, it is felt necessary to ex- 
amine source records very carefully before accepting the 
older Edward Churchill, of Fishkill, as a son of William 
of New York. It seems probable that the compilers of 
the Churchill Genealogy relied largely on an apparent 
repetition of family names in assigning Robert and Ed- 
ward as sons of William. It is true that one Anna 
Churchill had sons named Robert and Edward, but Robert 
was her first husband's name, and Edward her second hus- 
band's name, and her boys were named after their respec- 
tive fathers. Robert, as already stated, did not have 
a son Edward. It is true that Edward Churchill of Fish 
kill named a son Robert, but it will be shown presently 
that Edward's wife had a brother Robert. Hence the 
names Robert and Edward did not in one instance come 
from the Churchill side of the family, and it should be 
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noted that neither Robert of Fairfield nor Edward of 
Fishkill conferred on tneir children the names of Wil- 
liam, Susannah, Charles or Henry, which, as we shall 
shortly see, are actually found in the William Churchill 
family. 

The evidence of family names is therefore against, 
and not in favor of, placing Edward Churchill in the 
family of William. But we shall have to explore the 
family of William Churchill, to see whether Edward ever 
appears in connection with members of that family. Wil- 
liam and some of his children belonged to the Dutch 
Church in New York. These records are of high value, 
because the names of the sponsors or witnesses at bap- 
tisms were recorded, and the sponsors were often close 
relatives of the father or mother of the child baptized. 
One can thus construct a pedigree, in the lack of other 
records, through the family groupings indicated by the 
baptismal entries, with reasonable certainty of its ac- 
curacy. 

Since members of the Brasier family, into which Wil- 
liam Churchill married, were sponsors at many of the 
Churchill baptisms, these connections require brief men- 
tion. For greater detail, reference may be made to an 
account of the Brasier family, by Mr. William J. Hoff- 
man, in The American Genealogist, 21:155-157. 

Henry Brasier, an Englishman from Essex County, mar- 
ried (intention, 9 Oct. 16y4;) Susanna Sommers, widow of 
William Watkins, anc perhaps step-daurhter of Thomas 
Spicer of Gravesend. Soth Henry and his widow Susanna 
died testate. Their surviving children were: Mary 
wife of Thomas Barnes; Rebecca wife of Feter Tilton; 
Susanna wife of William Churchill; Sarah wife of William 
Pleay or Free, and later of John Theobald; Henry; Isaac; 
and Abraham. 

The Marriage Licenses issued by the secretary of the 
brovince of New York previous to 1784 (Albany, 1860) 
includes the following, from General Entries, IV, 269: 
William Churcher and Susannah Brasyer, 10 iiar. 1672. 
The name Churchill seems to have been a difficult one 
for the Dutch to handle, and it appears in the baptis- 
mal records as Kerck (Dutch for "Church"), Sester, Ches- 
ter, Charther (possibly a misreading for "Churcher"), 
Churger, and Churthel (probably a misreading for "Chur- 
chel"). It has therefore been difficult to assemble 
the entries referring to the family of William Church- 
i11, and it has been done mainly by checking the names 
of the wife and sponsors in each entry. 

The following records are all from the Dutch Church 
Records of New York, which were printed serially in the 
early volumes of the New York Gen. and Biog. Record and 
also as a separate volume. 


WILLIAM CHURCHILL AND EDWARD CHURCHILL 


Child: Date 


Anna 
10 Sept. 1673 


Susanna 
28 Dec. 1678 


Villem 
26 Nov. 1681 


Henry 
7 Dec. 1687 


Charel 
13 Aug. 1690 


Susanna 
28 Jan. 1700 


Thomas 
13 Jan. 1709 


Isaac 
3 Feb. 1714 


Roberd 
7 Aug. 1715 
(born June) 


William 
9 Oct. 1717 


Eduard 
25 Dec. 1719 


Henricus 
20 June 1739 


Parents 


Willem Kerck 
Seu Breser 


Nillem Sester 
Susan Breser 


Willem Chester 
Seeuw Gerrits 


Wiljam Charther 
Susanna Bresy 


Niljam Churger 
Susanna Breser 


Abraham Brajor 
Elisabeth Schoute 


John Wood 
Susanna Churchel 


John Wood 
Susanna Churchel 


Robbin Cooker 
Anna Churcher 


Robberd Koker 
Anna Churcher 


Edward Abeil 
Anna Churchel 


William Coker 
Elisabeth Hendrik 


Sponsors 


Herry Uyten 
Willem Erret 
Gerrit Theuniszen 


Jan Handryn 
Sara Breesers 


Willem Pree 
Susanna Bresers 


Joris Gell 
Catharina de Riemer 


Abraham Breser 
Aeltie Breser 


Willem Churthel 
Maria Van der Heul, h.v. van 
(wife of) Pieter de Mill 


Abraham Bajor 
Ariaantje Warner 


Thom: Ell 
Abrate (Abrah.?) Bradjor 
Anna Churchel 


Charles Churcher 
Abrah. Bradjor 
Susanna Churcher 


Hendrik Bras 
Susanna Play 


Timothy Tilley 
Jannetje Pouwel 


Henricus de Foreest 
Anna Churcher, Wed. van 
(widow of ) Robert Coker 


A careful study of the above records gives us a pic- 


ture of the family of William Churchill. 


It will be 


noted that association long continued with the family of 
his wife, the Brasiers, and that it was particularly 


close with Susannah's brother, Abraham Brasier. 


The 


last time William Churchill appears in these records, 


and the only time he was a sponsor, was in 1700 when he 
acted as sponsor for a child of Abraham Brasier; while 
Abraham acted as a sponsor for one of William's children 
and afterwards for two children of Susanna Churchill and 
for one child of Anna Churchill, all three of whom were 
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doubtless grandchildren of William. 

The only entry above which may be questioned is the 
baptism of the son of William Chester in 1681, for his 
wife is there described as "Seeuw Gerrits." That is a 
patronymic, meaning daughter of Gerrit, and Susanna 
Brasier should have been described as "Hendricks," mean- 
ing daughter of Henry. However, there is no other en- 
try of a William Chester in the Dutch Church records; 
the first name of the wife is correct, being a diminu- 
tive for Susannah; and the sponsors were Churchill's 
brother-in-law, William Pree [Play], and mother-in-law, 
Susannah Bresers. Hence there can be no reasonable 
doubt that this entry pertains to William Churchill. 

It has not been deemed necessary to verify the deaths 
of the two children of William Churchill buried in Trin- 
ity Churchyard, which are assumed to be correct. The 
1702 will of William Churchill referred to in the Chur- 
chill book has not been located, and probably is not on 
record, since it was not admitted to probate. The deed 
of Charles Churchill to his mother in 1714 has not been 
verified, but being the abstract of a record is assumed 
to be correct. It may imply that Charles was the only 
surviving son. It will be noted that the following 
year, in 1715, Charles and his mother were sponsors at 
the baptism of the first child of Anna Wood. Since 


Charles was born 1690 and was only 25 years old when 
Anna's first child was born, he was not, of course, the 
father of Anna as stated in the Churchill book. She 
must have been his younger sister, born after the death 
of the older Anna. We can now present a corrected ver- 
sion of the pedigree of the William Churchill family. 


William Churchill, an Englishman, married by license dated 10 
Mar. 1672, Susannah Brasier, perhaps born about 1651 or possibly 
the child baptized 9 Feb. 1653, daughter of Henry and Susannah 
(Sommers) (Watkins) Brasier. He is last mentioned in 1700 and 
died probably about 1702. His widow was living in 1715. Children: 


i. Anna, bapt. 10 Sept. 1673; d. 15 May 1691. 
ii. Richard, b. about Mar. 1676; baptism not found; d. 5 
Aug. 1681. 
iii. Susannah, bapt. 28 Dec. 1678; m. John Wood. Children: 
1. Thomas, bavt. 13 Jan. 1709. 
2. Isaac, bapt. 3 Feb. 171). 
iv. William, bapvt. 26 Nov. 16813; no further record. 
v. Henry, bart. 7 Dec. 1687; no further record. 
vi. Charles, bapt. 13 Aug. 1690; living 1715. 
vii, Anna, b. about 1692; baptism not found; m. (1) Robert 
Coker, (2) Edward Abeil. Children by Coker: 
1. Robert, b. June, bapt. 7 Aug., 1715. 
2. William, bapt. 9 Oct. 17173; m. Elizabeth Hen- 


dricks 
By Abeil: 3. Edward, bapt. 25 Dec. 1719. 


Seo... 


WILLIAM CHURCHILL AD EDWARD CHURCHILL 107 


The baptism of Edward Churchill is not found, nor any 
mention of Edward as a sponsor at the baptisms of mem- 
bers of the William Churchill family. His name does not 
appear at all, and no evidence has been found for plac- 
ing him as a son of William. It seems quite clear that 
Robert of Fairfield could not have been a son of William 
by his only known wife, Susannah Brasier, since his 
birth must have occurred too early. So many errors have 
been found in the account given in the Churchill book 
that confidence is shaken, and the statement of Edward's 
parentage cannot be accepted on this authority without 
verification. The Churchill book places Edward's birth 
in 1679, making him 35 at marriage in 1714. ‘The date 
seems unnecessarily early. William had one child bap- 
tized December, 1678, and another in 1681, facts un- 
known to the authors of the Churchill book, hence the 
date 1679 seems a poor guess for Edward's birth if he 
was son of William. It is possible that William had 
more children than appear in the records, and there are 
gaps in the baptisms of his known children, such as be- 
tween 1681 and 1637, into which the birth of Edward 
could conceivably fit. But in view of the utter lack 
of evidence, and the failure of Edward to use names in 
his family recalling those used in William's family, it 
is safer to question the connection, and other facts 
shortly to be presented make it appear likely that Ed- 
ward was a settler directly from England. 

The Register Book of the Parish of Jamaica, N.Y., 
enters on 1 March 1714. the marriage intention (publica- 
tion of banns) of Edward Churchill to Wanche Ryder [N.Y. 
Gen. and Biog. Record, 19:53]. The bride's name is an 
English rendition of the Dutch name Wintie or Wyntje. 

The Churchill book preserves a tradition that her father 
was a Quaker from Rhode Island who settled on Long Is- 
land and married a Dutch wife. There seems to be some 
truth in this tradition; at least, the father was prob- 
ably English and the mother Dutch. However, if Ryder 
came from a Quaker family, he abandoned that faith for 
his wife's, for there are no Ryder entries in the Long 
Island Quaker records, and Ryder's older children were 
baptized at the Dutch Church in New York. 

Marriage published 27 June 1090: "Jan Ryder, j.m. 
Van N. Yorck, en Ariaentje Hercx, j.d. op de arme Bou- 
werye, beyde woonende omtrent de arme Bouwerye" (N.Y. 
Gen. and Biog. Record, 10: 123}. This would indicate 
that John Ryder was a native of New York. The bride 
was Ariaentje, daughter of Herck, a family living in 
the Bowery, where she was born. We shall later find 
that she was a daughter of Herck Siboutszen [son of Sib- 
out] by his wife Wyntie Theunis. This was a family 
which used the patronymic, so the identifying last name 
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changed in each generation. 
John Ryder had his older children baptized in the 
Dutch Church, New York: 


Child: Date Parents Sponsors 


Wyntie Jan Ryder Jacobus Hercks 
29 Mar. 1691 Arriaentie Gerrits Wyntie Hercks 


Jan Jan Ryder Jan Herckxen 
2 Dec. 1692 Adriaentie Herckx Annetje Hercx 


Herck Jan Ryder Coenraedt ten Eyck 
23 June 1695 Ariaentje Hercx Margariet Buytenhuys 


Turning now to the 1698 Census of Flushing, publish- 
ed in a history of that town as well as in 0'Callaghan's 
four-volume Documentary History of New York, we find 
this family listed: 


John Ryder 
Wife 

John 
Robert 
Hartie? 
Wintie 

1 negro 


It thus appears that the family moved to Flushing be- 
tween 1695 and 1698. There may have been younger chil- 
dren. No will or probate of John Ryder has been seen, 
and the early Flushing records are lost. However, it is 
certain that the "Wanche" Ryder who married Edward Cmr- 
chill (published at Jamaica, 1 March 171) and who was 
called Wentjie in his will, was the \Wiyntie Ryder bap- 
tized at New York 29 March 1691, whose family soon after 
settled in Flushing. The name "Iiartie?" in the Census 
list is of course intended for Harck or Herck, and the 
existence of another son, Robert, is revealed. The 
names John and Robert among Edward Churchill's children 
came, it appears, from the father and brother of iiyntie. 

In passing, the follcwing baptismal record at New 
York may be noted: 19 Sept. 1694, Annetje, child of 
Johannes Van Vorst and Annetje Hercex; sponsors, Isaacq 
Bresier, Beatrix Colevelt. Annetje Hercx was sister of 
Ariaentje (Hercks) Ryder, and thus aunt of \Wyntie Ryder. 
Isaac Brasier, the sponsor, was brother of Susanneh 
(Brasier) Churchill, and thus aunt of Zdward Churenill 
if Edward was son of William. In other words, some 20 
years before Edward's marriage, a brother-in-law of 
William Churchill was an intimate friend of the family 
of an aunt of Wyntie Ryder. This is probably a mere 
coincidence and without significance, but being the only 
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record found which could point to a connection between 
the families of William Churchill and idward Churchill, 
it is stated for what it may be worth. 

There were several early Rider families in New iEnr- 
land, and the Thomas Ryder family in Southold, Long Is- 

and, Whether John Ryder was connected with one of 
these families, has not been determined. If born in 
New York, as the marriage record implies, the family 
tradition that he was a Quaker from Rhode Island is in- 
correct. It seems more lixely that he or members of 
nis family became Quakers after settling in Flushing, 
which could have given rise to the tradition. [Tor the 
will of Hugh Cowperthwait of Flushing, made 28 April 
1730, save a book to Hannah Ryder and made John Ryder 
one of the executors of his will [N. ¥. Wills, 11:109]. 
Cowperthwait was a prominent Quaker, and virtually all 
those named in his will belonzed to the same sect. If 
born in New York, John may have been a member of the 
family of John Ryder, Gent., whose business transactions 
and executorships figure a number of times in the first 
printed volume of New York Wills. His children, however, 
were not baptized at the Dutch Church, nor has his own 
estate been found, naming his heirs. There were later 
Ryders in New York and Eastchester, the names Robert 
and John among them, who may have descended from sons 
of the original Mr. John Ryder. 

Ariantie Ryder received £5 under the will of Jacobus 
Kronckheyt of Newtown, Long Island, dated 18 Nov. 1720, 
and this probably refers to the wife of John Ryder of 
Flushing [N. Y¥. Wills, 11:68]. 

The mother of Wyntie (Ryder) Churchill belonged to an 
early family of New Amsterdam [New York], and there is 
no question as to her identity with Ariaantie, baptized 
4 June 1666, described as daughter of Herck Sibertszen 
and Wyntie Theunis. Herck was called a ship carpenter 
in one record. His wife Wyntie was daughter of a man 
named Theunis and some of her relatives, with the same 
patronymic, Theunis or Theuniszen, appear among the 
sponsors of her children. Jacob or Jacobus TheuniszZen, 
probably her brother, appears to have used the surname 

de key." 

No account of this family has been seen in print, and 
in working it out from the Dutch Church records, without 
the aid of a will or probate, certain difficulties have 
been encountered. Herck's first child was baptized in 
1644, and his wife's name was then given as Wyntie Theu- 
nis. The wife's name was omitted in subsequent baptisms 
until 1655, when \iyntie Theunis reappears as his wife, 
and she continues to appear as mother of the many later 
children until the baptism of the last in 1681. Wyntie 
Theunis also appears in many records with her husband 
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among the sponsors, particularly when the older children 
of Herck began having children baptized.- Ordinarily it 
would be self-evident that Wyntie Theunis was his one 
and only wife. The difficulty is that from 16l); to 1681 
is 37 years, the longest child-bearing period we can re- 
call.. If Wyntie was only 14 at the birth of the first 
child, she would be 51 at the birth of the youngest. 
Although the child-bearing: period sometimes extends be- 
yond the 50th year, especially with women who have borne 
many children, the circumstances rehearsed above are so 
remarkable as to occasion comment if not to engender 
doubt. 

It is of record that on 16 Nov. 1642 "Henricus Sib- 
elszen, j.m. Van Langendyck, en Marritje Theunis, j.d. 
Van Naerden," were married. There are some mistakes in 
reading names in the earlier Dutch records, and it must 
be noted that a change of one letter would convert the 
bridersroom into Herricus Sibelszen, readily acceptable 
as the Latin form of Herck's name; the patronymic of the 
bride is correct, anc the marriafe occurred just about 
two years before the baptism of the first child of Herck 
Siboutszen and Wyntie Theunis. The only question is 
whether some spelling of the name Wyntie may have been 
misread and hence printed as larritje, for if Herck had 
a first wife named liarritje Theunis, mother of perhaps 
the first four children, then the name of the mother of 
the first child was wronsly entered as Wyntie. It seems 
quite possible that this marriare belongs to our Herck, 
especially as no baptisms have been found of children of 
Henricus Sibelszen and the bride attributed to him in 
the marriage record. 

The children attributed to Herck Siboutszen in the 
Dutch Church records were: 


i. Sybants (Sibout), bo. 4 Dec. 16k as child of Herkel 
Sybants and Wyntie Theunis; sponsors, Sybant Claeszen, 
Hendrick Jacobszen, Sara Schenmoes. Sibout Herkszen 
and his wife Marritje Abrahams had children bavtized, 
beginning with Herck in 1670. 

Maryken, bp. 10 Nov. 1647, as child of Haricken Zibolts, 
Scheepstimmerman (ship carpenter); sponsors, Theunis 
de Metselaer, Reynier Dominicus, Claes Janszen, Belit- 
je Cornelis. Marritje Hercks m. 2 Feb. 1673, Evert 
Aertszen. 

Tryntie, baptism not found, probably about 1650; m. be- 
fore 1673, Ryck Abrahamszen. The sponsors at baptisms 
of her children show that she belongs in this family. 

Beelitjen, bo. Jan. 1652, as child of Herck Sybenszen; 
sponsors, Lambert Huybertszen, Jacob Teuniszen, Jan 
Janszen, Beelitje Jacobs. Belytje Hercks m. 19 May 
1675, Conraedt ten Eyck, de Jonge (the younger). 

Engeltje, bo. 17 May 1654, as child of Herck Syboutszen; 
sponsors, Jochem Calder, Dirck Janszen, Susanna Jans, 
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Annetje Lodowycks. Engeltje Hercks m. 13 June °*477, 
Pieter Breestee. Engeltje Hercks, widow of Pieter 
Breestede, m. May 1686, Jan Evertszen, from England. 

Teunis, bp. July 1655, as child of Hendrick Siboutszen 
and Weyntie Teunis; sponsors, Arie Dirckszen, Jochem 
Caljer, Teunis Teuniszen, Belitje Jacobs, Susanna Jans. 
Theunis Hercxen, j.m. Van de Armen touwery, m. 10 Sept, 
1679, Sovhia Hen7ricks. Herck Siboutszen and Wyntie 
Theunis were sponsors at the barvtism of their first 
child in 1680. 

Jan, bp. 28 Nov. 1657, as child of Herrick Syboutszen 
and Wyntie Theunis; sronsors, Pieter Syboutszen, Jacob 
Theuniszen, Grietie Huddens, Belitie Jacobs. 

Jacobus, bp. 7 Sert. 1659, as child of Herrick Sibouts- 
zen and Wyntie Theunis; sponsors, Jacob Theuniszen de 
Key, Aeltje Willems. 

Annetie, bp. 19 Apr. 1662, as. child of Herck Siboutszen 
and Wyntie Theunis; sronsor, Hillegond Theunis. Anne- 
ken Hercks, j.d. Van de Arme Bouwerye, m. 26 Aug.1685, 
Johannes Van Vorst. 

Jannetie, bp. 3 Aug. 1664, as child of Herry Siboutszen 
and Weyntie Theunis; sponsors, Jacob Theuniszen Cray, 
Pieter Janszen, Geertie Theunis. Janneken Herexs ap- 
peared in a baptismal entry in 1686 as wife of John 
Pinkin. 

Ariaentie, bp. 4 June 1666, as child of Herck Siberts- 
zen and Wyntie Theunis; sponsors, Jacobus de Key, Mar- 
ritie Lievens. Ariaentje Hercx, j.d. op de arme Bou- 
werye, m. (pub. 27 June 1690), Jan Ryder. She was 
mother-in-law of Edward Churchill. 

Hilletie, bp. 22 Apr. 1668, as child of Herck Sibouts- 
zen and yntie Theunis; sponsors, Jonas Bartelszen, 
Tryntie Wemevers. 

Pieter, bo. 22 Mar. 1670, as child of Here Siboutszen 
and Wyntie Theunis; sponsors, Jacobus de Key, Geertie 
Theunis. 

Weyntie, bp. 27 Mar. 1675, as child of Herck Siboutszen 
and Weyntie Theunis; sponsors, Karsten Luurzen, En- 
geltje Hercks. 

Joseph, bo. 6 Aug. 1681, as child of Herc. Siboutszen 
an? “Nyntie Theunis; no sponsors, 


There are the records of this extraordinary family. 
Referring to the baptisms of the Ryder children, it will 
be seen that the sponsors in 1691 were Jacobus Hercks 
(viii above) and Wyntie Hercks (here meaning wife of 
Herck, the grandmother of the Ryder child); in 1692, Jan 
Herckxen (vii above) and Annetje Herex (ix above); while 
in 1695,*the sponsor Coenraedt ten Eyck was husband of 
Belitje Hercks (iv above). 

It is likely that Pieter Siboutszen, sponsor for a 
child of Herck in 1657, was a brother of Herck. It is 
temptine to guess that the father of Herck, whose given 
name must of course have been Sibout, was the Sibout 
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Claeszen [son of Claes or Nicolas] who was a sponsor at 
the baptism of the first child of Herck in 16kh It is 
true that "Sybout Classen" of New York left a will made 
106 Feb. 1678/9 ge. with his wife Susannah Jans and 
proved 8 Feb. 1680, by which their property was to go to 
the survivor, and after the death of both, to the two 
children of Susannah Jans by her former husband, Arent 
Teunisen [N. Y. Wills, 1:107]. But while that might be 
taken to imply that he had no children of his own, such 
a conclusion does not necessarily follow. It is possi- 
ble that he had already done all he could for his chil- 
dren, and that the joint property was mainly the inter- 
est Susannah had in the estate of her former husband, 
and these or other considerations would have made such 
an arrangement fair. And it should not be overlooked 
that Susanna Jans was. sponsor for two children of Herck 
Siboutszen. 

Returning to Edward Churchill, the Churchill book 
states that he lived at Jamaica until May 1839 (doubt- 
less a misprint for 1739) and then removed to Rombout, 
now Fishkill. The Jamaica records are so deficient 
(the three volumes in print, covering 1656-1751 contain 
no mention of Edward Churchill or John Ryder) that this 
statement has not been verified. Edward Churchill wit- 
nessed the will, 31 Oct. 1726, of George Havens of Fish- 
er's Island, N. Y. [N. ¥. Wills, 3:275], suggesting 
that he may possibly have lived there for a time. 

The will of Edward Churchill of Rumbout Precinct, 
Dutchess Co., N. Y., made 13 April 1757, proved 13 May 
1757, is given in the Churchill book and, confirming it, 
a good abstract is included in N. ¥. Wills, 5:171. It 
mentions the following: 


wife Wentjie; 

son Abel (cut off with £5); 

son John, and his sons Joseph and Edward; 

son Robert; 

Aaughter Anne widow of Isaac Coffin; 

daughter Levina wife of John Totten; 

son John's son John; 

all my children; 

son Robert, son-in-law John Totten, and William Roe, executors. 


It will be noted that Levina Churchill, daughter of 
Edward, married John Totten. Her brother John Church- 
411 married Rebecca Southard for his second wife, and 
John Totten's sister Phebe Totten married Henry South- 
ard. ‘The Tottens and Southards both came from Hemp- 
stead, Long Island, to Rumbout Precinct. 

The Churchill book states that John Churchill, son 
of Edward, born 1718, married second, 10 Dec. 1755, Re- 
becca Sudred. The full dates of birth of John's chil- 
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dren by both wives are stated, and these probably came 
from a family record which gave the birth entries but 
not the marriage entries. For this marriage date actu- 
ally comes from Marriage Licenses...of New York, which 
shows that Marriage Bonds, i, 231, contain the bond of 
John Churchil and Rebekah Sudred, 10 Dec. 1755. This, 
be it noted, was the date of the bond, not the date of 
marriage. The records of the Rumbout Church give the 
marriage entry: 26 Jan. 1756, John Churchill, widower, 
and Rebecca Southard [N. ¥. Gen. and Biog. Record, 69: 
287]. This not only gives the correct date, but recti- 
fies the name of the bride. 

The will of John Totten of Rombout Precinct, Dutchess 
County, farmer, made 29 July 1773, proved 22 Nov. 1773 
(N. ¥. Wills, 8:145], gave to his wife "Lovinee" £250, 
two negro girls, etc., to Trinity Church at Fishkill, 
£5 to buy a bell, and various sums to various relatives, 
mentioning several Southard children of his sister 
Phebe. 

The will of Levina Totten, widow, of Fishkill, made 
11 Dec. 1790, proved 28 Dec. 1790 [N. ¥. Gen. and Biog. 
Record, 61:120}, gave all her estate to her nephew Hd- 
ward Churchill, his wife Mary and daughter Lavina. Of 
special interest is her mention of her father Edward 
Churchill and the expectation of legacies from relatives 
in Great Britain. 

Levina was daughter of Edward Churchill and Wyntje 
Ryder. The Ryders have been traced at least to Levina's 

randfather, John Ryder, stated to have been "Van" 
from, a native of] New York. He was married in 1690, 
hence bern circa 1065, and his father, even if of Eng- 
lish birth, would probably not have been born later 
than 1640, a century and a half before Levina made her 
will. An English inheritance so far removed seems un- 
likely, and of course there could have been none on the 
side of her grandmother Ryder, whom we have traced to 
an early Dutch family of New Amsterdam. In fact, she 
seems to refer to her father Edward Churchill in con- 
nection with the expectation of legacies from Great 
Britain, and it seems almost certain that the putative 
inheritance was from the Churchill side. 

If Edward was son of William Churchill of New York, 
who married in 1672, we must go back at least to 1650 
for William's birth, or 140 years before Levina made 
her will, to establish an English connection. While 
not impossible, it seems much more likely that Edward 
himself was of English birth. Born perhaps around 1690, 
he did not die until 1757, some 33 years before Levina 
made her will, and he may have kept in touch with a 
brother in England. It would thus have been possible 
for Levina to expect legacies from a childless uncle or 
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cousins in England. While not conclusive, these con- 
siderations, based on Levina's will, add to the evidence 
against accepting the claim that Edward was son of Wil- 
liam Churchill. 


TWO WILLIAM LEES OF BURLINGTON, N. J. 


By Walter Lee Sheppard, Jr., M.S., of Philadelphia, Pa. 


Since offering a short sketch of the above name (cf. 
The American Genealogist, 1942, vol. 18, p. 110), ad- 
ditional information has come to light which to some 
extent clarifies the records. 

The will of William Lee of Philadelphia, merchant, 
signed 8 April 1711, proved 10 Nov. 1711, is recorded 
in Book C, page 268, in the Philadelphia Registry. In 
it William names his wife Joan his executrix, and daugh- 
ters, Prudence Sanders, widow, Sarah, and Hannah. He 
also names his brothers John and Joseph Lee of York- 
shire, masons, and mentions their children whom he does 
not name. He lists his friends, John Hart of Bucks Co., 
Samuel Jones of Pennapack, Thomas Martin of Chester Co., 
Nathaniel Jenkins, Evan Thomas, Caspar Hood, and Caleb 
Ranstead. Witnesses: Lionel Britton, Martin Jervis, 
John Cadwallader. 

The above will makes it clear that the William Lee 
of Handsworth in Yorkshire who surveyed land on the 
Delaware in 1681 was the one who married Joan South and 
died in Philadelphia. He was apparently survived by 
three daughters only, and of these Sarah, the youngest, 
survived him by only three years [ibid., 18:111]. 


Turning now to the William Lee’ of Maidenhead, we are 
still without proof as to his antecedents. However, 
since many settlers in this area came from Long Island, 
an examination of the records of several Long Island 
towns was made. 

At Hempstead, Long Island, 10 Aug. 1680, Robert Mar- 
vin of Hempstead recorded a deed of gift of a 22-acre 
farm in the south woods to "my well beloved son-in-law 
William Lee" [Hempstead T.R. 1:206-7]. This is the first 
mention found of this William Lee. le appears in the 
Hempstead records from the date of the above deed un- 
til 1692, as follows: 

On 30 Jan. 1682 he purchased a house lot from Mathew 
Bedle. 

On 31 Oct. 1681 he was given a home lot by the town. 

In the same period he was involved in a law suit 
over a hog with Mathew Bedle, judgment being for Lee. 
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He recorded his earmark 13 Dec. 1684. 

His home lot is mentioned in the records in 168. 
tae” purchased woodland from John Johnson on 30 April 
16085. 

He purchased ox-pasturaze from Richard Stites on 3 
April 1685. 

The recitation of a deed [Vol. 5, p. 37] shows that 
on 8 June 1692 William Lee purchased land from John 
Jackson. This is the last mention found of William in 
the records, and apparently he died intestate. The Lee 
family as listed at Hempstead in the 1698 Census con- 
sisted of Mary, Thomas, John, Joseph, Robert, and Mary. 
These, as we can show from other records, were the four 
known sons of William, and doubtless his widow Mary and 
daughter cf the same name, unless a son was married by 
that date. The relationships are proved by deeds of 
the brothers. 

On 13 Oct. 1701, Thomas Lee deeded land to "brother 
Joseph Lee that did belong to my deceased father [Vol. 
2, pe 220-1]. There is a similar deed [Vol. 2, p. 223- 
4] from Thomas to his brother John. And in a deed dated 
1 March 1722/3, Thomas and Robert Lee convey land that 
was Robert Marvin's, conveyed to William Lee who was 
sama of Robert and Thomas Lee [Vol. 5, p. 452 and 

je 

Earmarks of the four were recorded on the following 
dates: John, 13 Jan. 1701/2; Joseph, 13 Jan. 1701/2; 
Thomas, 15 May 1702; Robert, 25 June 1713. 

The four brothers were probably born in the order in 
which they are named in the 1698 Census, and that Thom- 
as was the eldest is also suggested by his conveying to 
the other brothers, a procedure quite common on Long 
Island at that period, the eldest son being evidently 
considered the chief heir to intestate estates. 

Hence, while it might be tempting to suggest that 
William of Maidenhead was an older son of this family 
group, absolutely no evidence has been founc to warrant 
such a suggestion. 


Returning to William Lee of Maidenhead, the compila- 
tion of Monnette, First Settlers of Piscataway, p. 11, 
lists a group of tax-payers at Maidenhead, an. 1712, 
including 'William Lees,' who contributed £1-0-0. The 
early book of records of Maidenhead, in the record of- 
‘fice at Lawrenceville, also shows a donation of his to 
the school at about this time. 

On the tax lists of Maidenhead the name Ralph is 
found only in the Hunt family. Ralph Hunt was a wit- 
ness to William Lee's will. Administration on the es- 
tate of one Ralph Hunt was granted, 31 Aug. 1727, to 
Hannah kunt of Rockey Hill, Somerset Co., but since 
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there were two Ralph Hunts, Sr. and Jr., at the time 
the tax list was prepared, this op | not be the same in- 
dividual. We also find a will of thomas Smith of Maid- 
enhead, dated 8 Oct. 1702, proved 30 Dec. 1702, who left 
a wife Susannah, son John, daughter Susannah and expec- 
ted child. Ralph Hunt is shown as his father-in-law. 

Ralph Lee is indicated in the former sketch (ante, 
Vol. 18, p. 113) as probably a son of William and Hannah 
Lee of Maidenhead. Since we lack a record of Ralph 
Hunt's children, we have no proof, but it seems to the 
writer possible that Hannah, William Lee's wife, was 
another daughter of this same Ralph Hunt. 


The above has been contributed in the hope of arous- 
ing discussion and perhaps the revelation of additional 
information which might throw further light on the his- 
tory and antecedents of William Lee of Maidenhead, New 


Jersey. 


AGE OF GIRLS AT MARRIAGE IN COLONIAL NEW ENGLAND 


A Note by the Editor-in-Chief 


There seems to be a general impression that girls 
often married at a very early age in colonial days in 
New England. One is constantly running across refer- 
ences to such a belief, in many cases asserted as an 
accepted fact. For example, the writer recently noted 
the following statements in The"Mary and John" (1943), 
by Maude Pinney Kuhns. In commenting on the age of 
Abigail Ford at marriage to "Elder" John Strong, she 
observes (p. 25-26), "there are many records of girls 
who married at twelve that are accepted without questi- 
on. For instance, Sarah Griswold, born in 1638, mar- 
ried Samuel Phelps in 1650. Also Mary Merwin, born in 
1666, married Joseph Hull in 1676." She gives the 
Griswold record on page 61, and the Merwin record _on 
page 48. The latter is to the effect that Joseph? Hull 
(Josiah?, George } 1652-1709, m. 1676 Mary Merwin, 
the latter born 1 b6, and in reference to this she adds 
a note to the effect that it has been questioned "be- 
cause she would have been but ten years old when she 
married in 1676, and but twelve when a child was born 
in 1678. Nevertheless, she is called Mary Hull in her 
father's will." 

The last example, being the most extreme, will be con- 
sidered first. It is obvious that the surname given 
her in the father's will proves merely that Mary married 
a Hull, not that her husband was any specific Hull. It 


. 


AGE OF GIRLS Ail MARRIAGE 117 


has long been accepted that this Mary Merwin, born at 
Milford, Conn., 23 Jan. 1665/6, married about 1690, Jom 
Hull of Derby, born 1 Mar. 1661/2, died 9 Nov. i171. 
Derby is just north of Milford, and Mary Merwin's next 
younger sister, Hannah, married Abel Holbrock and also 
settled in Derby. John and Mary Hull of Derby named 
their first child Deborah, which was the name of Mary 
Merwin's youngest sister; their fourth child Martha, 
which was the’name of Mary Merwin's twin sister; their 
fifth child Daniel, which was the name of Mary Merwin's 
half-brother, between four and five years olaer than 
herself, who had died young; and their seventh child 
Miles, which was the name of the father and the next 
older brother of Mary Merwin. 

The marriage of Mary Merwin to John Hull of Derby is 
found in the manuscripts of the late George Clarke Bry- 
ant, who labored many years on the liilford families. It 
was stated by the present writer in the account of the 
Hull family in Families of Ancient New Haven (4:873) 
and in the account of the Merwin family in Families of 
Old Fairfield (1:07). 

On the other hand, the careful Mary Walton Ferris, 
who labored a decade on her Dawes-Gates Ancestral Lines 
(1931), fails_to identify the wife of Josephs Hull (Jo- 
siah?, Georgel) by a given name (2:62), and in a 
footnote rejects the suggestion that his wife was Mary 
lierwin. The suggestion goes back to Col. Weygant's 
Hull Family in America (1913), where it is stated that 
this Joseph Hull “probably married" this Mary Merwin. 

Thus there is no authority for the marriage of this 
ten-year-old girl except a family history which most 
genealogists have found to be not too reliable, and even 
in this the statement is qualified with "probably," a 
word too often discarded when printed sources are cop- 
ied or quoted. 

Sarah Griswold did marry Samuel Phelps in 1650, and 
hence married at twelve if she was born in 1638. The 
older children of Edward Griswold were born in Kenil- 
worth, co. Warwick, England. The present writer has 
not seen the Kenilworth church records quoted in full, 
though various statements are in print. Stiles, Histo- 
ry of Windsor (1892, 2:351), gives year dates of the 
Griswold children baptized at Kenilworth as: Sarah, 
1631; George, 1633; Liddia, 1637; and Sarah, 1638; and 
inserts Francis, without authority, as born 1635. The 
same dates appear in the recent Griswold Genealogy (2: 
22). 

However, the Salisbury Family-Histories and Genealo- 
gies, which was also published, like the cited work of 
Stiles, in 1892, contain the following statement (2: 
11): "The existing records of Kenilworth give baptisms 


118 THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST 


of children of Edward Griswold, as follows: Sarah, 1631; 
George, 1633; Sarah, 1635; Liddia, 1637." This account 
was followed by Mrs. Ferris [op. cit., 2:402-3] and b 
the present writer [The Waterman Family, 1939, 1:6654. 
Mrs. Ferris placed the son Francis as the fifth child 
without date, which by inference would place his birth 
as circa 1639. That date seemed far too late to me, 

in view of the known facts of the life of Francis Gris- 
wold, and I placed him as the first child, perhaps born 
1629 prior to the series of recorded baptisms. 

Now it is entirely a matter of opinion as to which 
statement is correct in giving the year of Sarah's bap- 
tism as 1635 or 1638, until the parish registers of 
Kenilworth are reexamined and copied in full so far as 
Griswold entries are concerned. Until then, it cannot 
properly be claimed as a certainty which year Sarah was 
born. If 1638, then indeed she was but twelve at mar- 
riage; but if 1635, then she was fifteen. 

As for Abigail (Ford) Strong, the original occasion 
for this inquiry, she was baptized 8 Oct. 1619, presun- 
ably in infancy, and there is no reason to set her mar- 
riage to John Strong earlier than 1635, when she was 
between fifteen and sixteen years old [see the data of 
Mr. Clarence A. Torrey in The American Genealogist, 16: 
41; also, The Waterman Family, 1:641-3]. 

The specific cases of alleged marriage of girls at 
twelve years or younger which we have been considering 
are characteristic of many such claims to be found in 
various sources. When carefully examined, most of them 
turn out to be incorrect or unproved. We are forced to 
challenge the statement of Mrs. Kuhns as to "many rec- 
ords of girls who married at twelve." After forty or 
more years of almost constant study of the families of 
colonial New England, the present writer recalls off- 
hand only one proved case (aside from the doubtful case 
of Sarah Griswold) of a girl marrying at twelve, and 
that depends on the accuracy of Winthrop in stating her 
age. In compiling all the families of New Haven, Conn,, 
a work of some 2,000 pages, no marriage of a girl at 
twelve was found, and only two marriages at thirteen. 

A good percentage of girls in colonial New England 
married between the ages of eighteen and twenty-one; 

a great many married when over twenty-one; marriages at 
sixteen and seventeen were fairly common; and a consid- 
erable number (though few on a percentage basis) mar- 
ried at fifteen. Marriages at fourteen and at earlier 
ages were not common, and the plain fact is that rec- 
ords of such early marriage are extremely scarce. 

The writer once discussed this question with the 
late Col. Charles E. Banks, who had made a statistical 
study of ages at marriage, drawing similar conclusions. 
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THE WHEELERS OF BEDFORDSHIRE AND NEW ENGLAND 


By John Insley Coddington, of Arlington, Va. 
II. THE PARISH REGISTERS OF CRANFIELD 


The Parish Registers of Cranfield, co. Bedford, as 
stated in our first chapter, were published by F. G. Em- 
mison and are contained in vol. 27 (1942) of his mimeo- 
graphed series of Bedfordshire Parish Registers. Here- 
with are presented the Wheeler extracts covering the 
period from 1600 (when the extant records begin) through 
1690. Such extracts as have appeared heretofore in 
American publications relating to the Wheeler family are 
very incomplete and contain many errors. 


Baptisms 


1601 John son of John Wheler, 27 Dec. 

1602 William son of Richard Wheeler, 27 June. 

1602 Elizabeth dau. of Thomas Wheler of Warley,18 July. 
1602 John son of John Wheeler of Doswell, 29 Aug. 

1603 Thomas son of Thomas Wheler, 20 Nov. 

1603 John son of John Wheler, 22 Jan. [1602/3]. 

160, Lewis son of Richard Wheler, 6 Aug. 


(Omitted in The American Genealogist, 12:6) 

160i Henry son of John Wheler, sen., 9 Sept. 

160, Timothy son of Thomas Wheler, 28 Dec. 

(Said to have been born 1601 in The American Genealogist, 12:5) 

1605 Sarah dau. of John Wheler, 16 June. 

1605 George son of Thomas Wheler, 23 Mar. [1605/6]. 

(Date given as Mar. 28, 1605, in The American Genealogist, 12:5) 

1606 Thomas son of Richard Wheler, 7 Apr. 

1606 Ruth dau. of John Wheler, 10 May. 

(Date given as Oct. 21, 1606, in The American Genealogist, 12:6) 

1607 William son of John Wheeler, 19 Apr. 

1607 Susan dau. of Thomas Wheeler, 31 May. 

1607 Isaac son of John Wheler, 13 Sept. 

1608 Elizabeth dau. of Richard Wheeler, sen., 1 May. 

1608 John son of Thomas Wheeler, 23 Oct. 

1608 Martha dau. of John Wheeler, 25 Nov. 

1609 Ann dau. of Richard Wheeler, 12 July. 

16C9 Obedyas son of John Wheler, 5 Dec. 

(Date given as Dec. 10, 1609, in The American Genealogist, 12:6) 

1609 Susan dau. of John Wheler, 16 Feb. 1909/20). 

1609 Joseph son of Thomas Wheler, 18 Feb. [1609/10]. 

1610 Ann dau. of Richard Wheeler, sen., 29 Apr. 

1610 John son of John Wheeler of Dossewell, 25 Feb. 
[1610/11]. 

1610 Catharine dau. of John Wheeler, 25 Feb. [1610/11]. 

1610 Elizabeth dau. of Thomas Wheeler,27 Feb.[1610/11]. 
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1611 Margaret dau. of Richard Wheeler, 8 Sept. 

1612 Ruth dau. of John Wheeler, 29 Mar. 

1612 Menry son of Richard Wheeler, 15 June. 

(date given as June 7, 1612, in The American Genealogist, 12:6) 

1612 Abia dau. of Thomas Wheeler, 17 Jan. [1612/13]. 

1613 George son of John Wheeler, sen., 13 June. 

1613 Richard son of Richard Wheler, jun., 5 Dec. 

1613 Daniel son of John \Wheler of Dossewell, 9 Jan. 

[1613/14]. 
1613 Ann dau. of Thomas Wheler, jun., 30 Jan. (1613/14). 
(It is susgested that this child, who was buried 16 July 1615, may 
have been the elcest child of Thomas and Ann (Halsey) Wheeler, 
later of Fairfield, Conn., rather than the Richard who was bapt. 
13 6 at See The American Genealogist, 12:5 and 20:Supple- 
ment : 37 
1613 Sarah dau. of Richard ‘heler, sen., 7 Mar. [1613/ 
14). 

161), Richard son of Thomas \iheler of the Towne ende, 
13 June. 

161), William son of John Wheeler of the Towne ende, 
Jan. [1614/15]. 

(Date given as June , 1615, in The American Genealogist, 12:6) 
1615 Mary dau.of Thomas Wheeler of Bornend, 20 Oct. 
1615 John son of Richard Wheeler, 10 Dec. 

(Date given as Dec. 4, 1615, in The American Genealogist, 12:6) 
1616 Alice dau. of Thomas Wheeler of Warley, 15 June 
1616 William son of Richard Wheeler, July. 

1617 Josua son of John Wheler, 20 July. 

1617 Ann dau. of Thomas Wheler, 15 Feb. [1617/18]. 
(Date given as Feb. 20, 1617-18, in The American Genealogist, 12:5) 

1618 Susan dau. of Richard Wheeler, 20 Sept. 

1618 Efferham [Ephraim in Bishop's Transcript] son of 

Thomas Wheeler, 16 Mar. [1618/19]. 

1619 Isabel dau. of John Wheeler, 5 Nov. 

1620 Thomas son of Thomas Wheeler, 9 Apr. 

(Date given as Apr. 8, 1620, in The American Genealogist, 12:5) 
1620 Sarah dau. of Richard Wheeler, 18 June. 

1621 Thomas son of Thomas Wheeler, 8 Dec. 

1622 Elizabetn dau. of Thomas Wheler of Wharley, Nov. 

1622 Elizabeth dau. of Richard Wheeler, 16 Nov. 

1623 John son of Richard Wheeler, sen., 29 May. 

62h John son of Thomas Wheler, 27 Feb. [162)/5]. 

162 William son of William Wheeler, 16 July. 

1626 Ann dau. of Richard Wheeler, 30 Aug. 

1627 Thomas son of William Wheler, 27 Dec. 

1627 Mary dau. of Thomas Wheler, 17 Feb. [1627/8]. 

1628 Sarah dau. of Thomas Wheler, 10 Aug. 

(Date given as Dec. 27, 1627 or 1628, in The American Genealogist, 
12:6. It is evident that Col. Banks' reading of a Thomas, bapt. 
27 Dec. 1627, is correct, but he was the son of William; and Sa- 
rah dau. of Thomas was bapt. 10 Aug. 1628) 
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Mary dau. of Richard Vheler, jun., 14 Dec. 

Susan dau. of Thomas “Wheler tenant to y® Lordship, 
Apr. 

Sarah dau. of Thomas Wheler of y® \Woode, 20 June. 

William son of George \Wheler of east inn [Zast 
Endj, 31 July. 

Christian dau. of Richard wheler of East Inn [East 
Endj, 21 Nov. 

William son of George \Wheler, 24 July. 

Richard son of Kichard \heler, 27 Jan. [1632/3]. 

Elizabeth dau. of William Wheler, 17 Feb. [1632/3]. 

Mary dau. of George \Wheler of East inn [East End], 
31 Mar. 

Thomas son of George Wheler of Wharley inn [Whar- 
ley End], 14 Aug. 

Dlizabeth cau. of John Wheler of Bourn Inn [Bourn 
End], 29 June. 

Christian dau. of William Wheler, 20 Jan. [163)/5]. 

Sarah dau. of Richard \heler, 19 July. 

Elizabeth dau. of George .heler, 3 Jan. [1635/6]. 

Mary dau. of Thomas Wheler, 2i; Feb. [1635/6]. 

Jossua son of John iiheeler, 23 Mar. [1635/6]. 

Elizabeth dau. of John Wheler joyner, 19 Jan. 
(1636/7 ]. 

Elizabeth dau. of Isaac Wheler, 29 Jan. [1636/7]. 

Deberra dau. of Timothy \Wheler, 12 Apr. 

Josua son of Obadiah Wheler, 15 Sept. 

Elizabeth cau. of Thomas Wheler, joiner, 7 Jan. 
(1637/8). 

Joha son of John wWheler, joiner, 14 Feb. [1637/8]. 

“a son of John Wheeler, joiner, 3 Feb. [1639/ 
Oj. 

Josua son of John Wheler, joiner, 19 May. 

Elizabeth dau. of Henry \sheeler, 7 Auc. 

Thomas scn of John Wheelcr, 25 June. 

Jonn son of lienry :.heeler, 24 July. 

Elizabeth dau. of John Wheeler, 4 Jan. [16/5]. 

Ann dau. of William Wheler, 1 Nov. 

Susan dau. of Henry Wheler, 13 Aug. 

Richard son of Richard Wheler, 20 Jan. [(168/9]. 

William son of William Wheeler, 20 May. 

Elizabeth dau. of John Wheler, 2 Sept. 

Aenes dau. of William Wheeler, 17 Apr. 

Henry son of Henry Wheeler, 5 May. 

dau. of John Wheeler, 9 Oct. 

Ruth dav. of William Wheeler, 20 June. 

Mary dau. of Richard Wheeler, jun., 29 June. 

Richard son of John Wheeler, 11 Jan. [1654/5]. 

John son of Richard \heeler, 12 Jan. [1654/5]. 

Sarah dau. of William Wheeler, clerk, 1 May. 

Sarah dau. of Richard Wheeler, 15 Oct. 
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Abygell dau. of William Wheeler, 20 Dec. 

Elizabeth dau. of John Wheeler, 5 Apr. 

Susan dau. of William Wheeler, clarke, 22 Aug. 

William son of Richard Wheeler, 29 Oct. 

Elizabeth dau. of Richard Wheeler, 29 Aur. 

John son of John Wheeller, 11 Nov. 

Elizabeth dau. of Richard Wheeller, 27 Aug. 

Christian dau. of Thomas Wheeller, 15 May. 

Elizabeth dau. of Thomas Wheeller, 16 May 

Samuel son of John Wheeller, 9 Feb. [1667/8]. 

Elizabeth dau. of William ‘wheeller, 9 Dec. 

George son of Richard VWheeller, 20 June. 

William son of Thomas Wheeller, 18 Oct. 

Susan dau. of John Wheeler, 1 Jan. [1669/70]. 

Mary dau. of llizabeth \heeler, 15 June. 

Thomas son of Thomas Wheeller, 2 Feb. [1670/1]. 
[Baptisms for 1671 missing] 

Sarah wife of John Wheeler, "att fore and twentie 

yeares of agge," 22 July. 

Elizabeth dau. of John Wheeller of townend, Apr. 

John son of John Wheeller, 3 Feb. [1671/5]. 

George son of John Wheeller, 20 Apr. 

Joshua son of John Wheeller of the townend, 6 May. 

Mary dau. of John Wheeller, jun., 4 July. 

Sarah dau. of John Wheeller of the townend, 16 Dec. 

John son of John Wheeller, 14 Apr. 

John son of Henry Wwheeller, 26 Aug. 

Joseph son of John Viheeller, 29 Sept. 

Ann dau. of John Wheeller, 11 Sept. 

Henry son of Henry Wheeller, 5 Feb. [163)/5]. 
[Baptisms for 1686 missing] 

John son of John \sheeller, 3 June. 

William son of Henry Wheeler, 28 Feb. [1638/9]. 


Marriages 


John Hoddell [Woddell?] & Alice iiheler, 22 Nov. 
Stephen Cocks of Stadedon [Starsden, co. Bedford] 
& Priscilla \;heeler of Cranfield, 17 June. 
Thomas Wheler & Ann Halsey, 5 May. 
Robert Halsey & Ann Wheler, 5 May. 
Richard Barrett & Mary \Wheler, 29 Jan. [1621/2]. 
Richard Wheler & Elizabeth Reede, 23 Nov. 
Edmund Hills & Agnes Wheeler, 29 Apr. 
William Wheeler sen. & Christian Reade, 11 July. 
Robert Nash & Sarah Wheeler, 8 Oct. 
George Wheler & Mary Stude [Studd in Bishop's 
Transcript], 12 May. 

Erasmus Simons & Mary Wheler, 8 July. 
George Vheler & Catharine Pin, 8 June. 

(this is: the second marriage of George ‘Wheeler, widower of Mary 
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Studd, and later of Concord, Mass. See The American Genealogist, 
12:5) 
1630 Thomas Nailor & Ann Wheler, 8 July. 
1632 Timothy Wheler & Susan Knight, 30 April. 
(This is the first marriage of Timothy! Wheeler of Concord, Mass. 
See The American Genealogist, 12:5) 
1633 Richard Mous & Ruth Wheler, 25 June. 
1633 John Wheler & Alice Morton, 28 July. 
1633 Obadiah Wheler & Susan Wheler, 20 Jan. [1633/4]. 
(See The American Genealogist, 12:5 and 6) 
1634 John Billington & Alice Wheler, 16 Oct. 
1635 Thomas Wheler & Mary Beckley, 4 Apr. 
1635 Isaac Wheler & Frances Watson, 9 Apr. 
(This is Isaac? Wheeler of Charlestown, Mass. See The American 
12:6) 
163 John Millward & Sarah Wheler, 25 Oct. 
16 William Wheeler & Alice Crouch, 15 Feb. [1639/0]. 
Henry Wheler & Elizabeth Crowley, 4 Nov. 
Robert Fookes & Joan Wheeler, 9 May. 
Henry Shepard & Frances Wheeler, 8 Aug. 
George Gillett & Elizabeth Wheeler, 14 Sept. 
Robert Grimsditch & Susan Wheeler, 12 Aug. 
Richard Wheler & Mary Upchurch, May. 
John Wheler & Agnes Millward, 4 Dec. 
[Marriages for 1650 and 1651 missing] 
Mathyas Purrier & Mary Wheeler, both of Cranfield, 
7 Mar. (1654/5). 
William Wheeler of Cranfield & Elizabeth Clethro 
of Newport Pagnell, 9 Oct. 
Thomas Odell [Wodell in Bishop's Transcript] & 
Mary Wheeler of Moulso, co. Bucks, 5 May. 
Samuel Wheeler of Cranfield & Elizabeth Pearson, 
20 Nov. 
William Wheeler & Frances Woodward, both of Cran- 
field, 30 July. 
William Baker of Cranfield & Christianna Wheeler, 
14 May. 
John Wheeller & Elizabeth Purratt, 15 Sept. 
Joshua Fensum & Susan Wheeller, 3 Oct. 
Jacob Woddell & Mary Wheeller, 2 Apr. 


Burials 


Debora Wheler dau. of Thomas Wheler, 30 Mar. 

Susan dau. of Richard \Wheler, 10 Dec. 

John son of John Wheler of Dossewell, 9 Aug. 

Katherine dau. of John Wheeler of Dossewell, 26 
Feb. [1610/11]. 

John son of John Wheeler of Dossewell, 3 Mar. 
[1610/11]. 

John son of Thomas Wheeler, 27 Dec. 


1600 
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Ann dau. of Thomas Wheeler, 16 July. 

Richard jiheeler, sen., 6 July. 

John son of John Wheeler, 21 Sept. 

Acnes dau. of John “Wheeler, 3 Oct. 

Isabel iiieeler, 10 June. 

John Wheler of east inn [EZast End], 25 Dec. 

Susan \iheler, 24 Feb. [1632/3]. 

Richard son of Richard “wheler, 26 Aur. 

Thomas Wheler of the blakehouse, 11 Feb. [1634/5] 

Daniel Wheler, 22 July. 

Susan Wheler, 18 Aur. 

Sarah dau. of Widow ihheler [written above "Rich- 
ard" struck through], 10 oct. 

Elizabeth dau. of John ‘“wheler, joiner, 22 Jan. 
(1636/7). 

William Wheler of the brooke, 23 Mar. [1036/7]. 

Abia Wheler, 18 Apr. 

17 Jan. 1612/13. See The American Genealogist, 12:5) 

John Wheler of the bourne inn [Bourne Lnd],9 June. 

Susan Wheler, 17 [1637/8]. 

Isaac son of John Wheeler, 8 Apr. 

Elizabeth dau. of John Wheeler, 21 Aus. 

Thomas Wheeler, 2 Oct. 

Thomas Wheeler, 8 Oct. 

Thomas son of John ‘iheeler, 22 Oct. 

John Wheeler, sen., 2 Dec. 

Elizabeth dau. of John Wheeler, 9 Mar. [1644/5]. 

John Wheeler of Doswell, 18 Oct. 

Widow Wheeler, 3 May. 

Mary wife of Richard Wheeler, 27 July. 

Mary wife of Samuel ‘iheeler, 19 Aur. 

Richard Wheeler, 13 May. 

Sarah Wheeler, 12 Feb. [1656/7]. 

Sarah dau. of Richard Wheeler, 1) I’eb. [1656/7]. 

Mary wife of william wheeler, 20 Nov. 

Blizabeth dau. of Johr wheeller, Jan. [1658/9]. 

Christian \heeller, widow, 6 Mar. [1658/9]. 

Susan Wheeller, widow, 11 Feb. [1659/60]. 

Frances wife of William Wheeller, Aug. 

Ann wife of Johr ‘jheeler of Doswell, 11 Apr. 

Elizabeth dau. of Richard Wheeler, 4 Sept. 

Alice dau. of William Wheeller, |; Apr. 

Elizabeth dau. of Richard isheeler, 26 Sept. 

Ralph Wheeller, 3 Feb. [1667/3]. 

William Wheeller, clerk, 17 Mar. [1667/8]. 

George son of Richard isheeler, 23 June. 

William son of Thomas Wheeller, 23 Nov. 

William Wheeller, 4 Jan. [1669/70]. 

=— wife of Henry Wheeller, 16 Jan. [1669/ 

Sarah dau. of William Wheeller, clerk, 9 July. 
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Richard son of John iwheeller, 17 Sept. 

John Wheeler of Doswell, 6 Oct. 

William Wheeler, 13 Feb. [1671/2]. 

Henry Wheeler, 1 Mar. [1671/2]. 

Ellen wife of Thomas Wheeler, 20 Nov. 

William Wheeller, 28 Apr. 

Richard Wheeller, 18 Jan. [1676/7]. 

Elizabeth Wheeller, 12 Jan. [1677/8]. 

Elizabeth \Wheeller, widow, 11 Feb. [1579/80]. 

William Wheeller, 10 June. 

Mary dau. of John Wheeler, 22 Apr. 

Joshua son of John Vheler, 9 Feb. [1682/3]. 

John son of John Wheeller, 28 Aug. 

Ann dau. of John \wheeller, 18 Sept. 

Mary Wheeller, widow, 3 Oct. 

Henry Wheeler, \ May. 

John Wheeller, 16 Oct. 

George Wheeller, 27 Sept. 
(The testator of 31 May 1688, whose will is planned for vublica- 
tion with other Wheeler wills in a future chapter) 


PETER D. SCHUYLER OF CANAJOHARIE 


D 


By Harrison &. Webb, Esq., of Summit, N. J. 


Peter. Daviat Schuyler (David3, Peter Davidse*, David 
Pieterse+) was baptized March 10, 1723, and was married 
June 9, 1743, to Eliza (or Elizabeth) Barbara Herkimer, 
daughter of Johan Joost Herkimer (also spelled Herckeim 
er), and sister of General Nicholas Herkimer. His moth 
er was Anna Bradt [Rec. of Ref. Dutch Church of Albany, 
see also The American Genealogist, 24:235]. The date 
of his mother's death is not known, but his father con- 
tracted & second marriage, by which he had nine chil- 
dren, John, Adonijah (later called Anton), David, Phil- 
ip, Jacob, Anna, Margareta, Alida, and Catherine [see 
his will, dated April 3, 1759, probated Feb. 10, 1764, 
New York Hist. Soc. Collections, Vol. 6 of Wills]. Al- 
bany Church Records give the date of David's burial as 
Nov. 8, 1762. The records of the date of the second 
marriage and of the births of the nine children are not 
available, the probability being that the marriage and 
the baptisms were performed by Dominie John Kaspar Lap- 
peus, who was named as one of the executors of the will, 
and who was minister of a German Lutheran Church in 
Canajoharie, near Indian Castle, where David spent the 
later years of his life. The records of this church 
are lost. 

The death of Peter D. Schuyler has been reported in 
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various places as "early in 1763." This is a serious 
error, which has led to many misconceptions. 

As a matter of fact, he and his sons Honyost (Johan 
Joost) and Nicholas were in difficulties with the au- 
thorities during the period of the Revolution. In the 
minutes of the Commissioners for Conspiracies, Albany 
County, under date of June 15, 1779, a letter from Colo- 
nel Lewis DuBois in Johnstown states that by order of 
General Clinton thirty-three of the persons who were in 
Tryon County gaol were to be sent under guard to Albany 
County gaol, owing to lack of facilities to guard them. 
The list of names includes that of Peter Schuyler, and 
later entries in the minutes (September 10, October 9, 
and December 1, 1779) identify him as the subject of 
this sketch. 

Peter D. and lTionyost were released under bond on the 
last date mentioned. It seems clear that they were held 
under suspicion of disloyalty, and with some reason. 
The career of Honyost Schuyler has been the subject of 
much discussion, and some acrimony. It is said that he 
was the prototype of "Harvey Birck" in Fenimore Cooper's 
famous novel, The Spy. He certainly played an important 
role in disorganizing the ill-fated expedition of Barry 
St. Leger against Fort Stanwix, intended to outflank 
Generals Benedict Arnold and Philip Schuyler in the de- 
fense of the Hudson Valley. 

But from a survey of the whole period, it appears 
that the Schuylers of that family, who had for years 
been on very friendly terms with the Iroquois, had hoped 
against hope that the latter could be dissuaded from 
joining forces with the British. David Schuyler's val- 
ley home was built on lands which he had purchased from 
the Indians, at Indian Castle, near Fort Hendrick, and 
there seems every likelihood that he was well acquaint- 
ed with Joseph Brant. Peter D. Schuyler had testified 
for the Indians, at least once, in a dispute between 
them and one George Klock, over lands formerly claimed 
by Philip Livingston [Sir William Johnson Papers, Vol. 
9, pe 140, June 1763). At the outbreak of the Revolu- 
tion, the local militia were not in sufficient force to 
guard against the combined strength of the British in 
Canada and the Iroquois, and of this fact the settlers 
were painfully aware. But after the disastrous battle 
of Oriskany, where General Herkimer was mortally wound- 
ed, it was only natural that public opinion should be 
directed against any who had been too friendly with the 
Iroquois. So Honyost and his father were kept under 
guard. 

They seem later to have been restored to public fa- 
vor, however, and Honyost seems to have been regarded 
as a hero. The muster rolls of the reorvanized militia 
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under Colonel Willett in 1781 (Tryon County, Second 
Regiment) contain the names of Honyost Schuyler, his 
brothers, Peter P., Nicholas, and Jacob, also David and 
David, Jr. 


a Peter FP, Schuyler (presumably his uncle) and others, 
in the purchase from the Indians, on May 25, 1754, of a 
4.3,000-acre tract which included parts of what are now 
Otsego and Herkimer Counties, N.Y., and the purchase 
was recognized as valid and certified [Land Fapers in 
Albany, Vol. 4, p. 104]. This "Schuyler Patent" was 
never exploited by the Schuylers, who seem to have been 
interested chiefly in possible mineral rights, which 
did not materialize [Sir William Johnson Fapers, Jan. 
9, 1748/9]. But Feter D. had personal title to a por- 
tion in the north-east corner of the Patent, from which 
in 1776 he sold for £70 a ten-acre plot to William Tun- 
nicliff [Montgomery County Land Records, 2:423]. 

For many years Peter D. Schuyler resided on what had 
been Herkimer property at Fall Hill on the Mohawk, op- 
posite Little Falls. The names of Pieter D. and Eliza- 
beth Barbéra appear as sponsors at the baptism of their 
grandson Pieter, born July 3, 1784, baptized Sept. 5, 
1784, son of "Pieter, Jr." and Catherine [Records of 
Ref. Church of German Flats]. Peter D. Schuyler's name 
is included in the 1790 Census, Canajoharie District, 
Montgomery County, N.Y. 

His death is not recorded, so far as has been learn- 
ed, but it would appear to have occurred in 1790 or 
1791. Family records indicate that his wife survived 
him. On Dec. 2, 1791, "Jacob Schuyler of Whitestown" 
[now in Oneida County] sold to Daniel Loomis of Spring- 
field, Otsego County, 100 acres of land "formerly owned 
and in the possession of Peter David Schuyler," the 
bounds of which show conclusively that it was a part of 
the Schuyler Patent. This Jacob Schuyler, about that 
time, removed to Chittenango, N.Y., where he was recog- 
nized as one of the leading citizens of the town. Fam- 
ily records show that he was one of a small group of 
defenders left at Fort Herkimer in the latter years of 
the Revolution. They were surrounded by a greatly su- 
perior band of Indians, and as defense was hopeless, 
surrendered and were taken to Canada and held as prison- 
ers for two years. Jacob's service for that period was 
regarded as active [Office of the Adjutant General, 
bepartment of the Army]. 

Church records of the birth of the children of Peter 
D. and Elizabeth Barbara Schuyler have not come to 
light, probably for the reason cited in the case of the 
children of his father David. From family records of 
their descendants, however, they may be listed in part: 
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Peter P., b. 17453 m. Catherine Freymauer. 
Johan Joost (Honyost), b. about 177; m. Elizabeth 


Catherine Ziizabeth, b. 1751; m. Josenh Herkimer. 

Jacood, b. 17543 m. Delia 

Nicholas, b. 17503; m. Nov. 14, 1754, Elizabeth H. Her- 
kimer. 


There may also be added a son David and a daughter 
Anna, but proof is still lacking. 

As to the "Schuyler Patent," it appears to have been 
included in the properties seized by the authorities to 
meet the expenses of the Sullivan-Clinton expedition 
which broke the power of the Irequois. These properties 
were opened for settlement to veterans of the Revolu- 
tion. The "Patroon System" was already unpopular. On 
Jan. 26, 1814, Joseph Herkimer, for the sum of $1,500., 
obtained from the then living heirs of David Schuyler, 
as many as could be reached, a quitclaim to all undiv- 
ided and divided interest in the Patent. ‘What use he 
made of this document is not apparent. [Otsego County 
Land Records, 1:4, 5, 7, 8.] 


NOTICE TO CONTRIBUTING EDITORS AND TO ADVERTISERS 


Late in Aurcust, 1950, notices were sent to all Con- 
tributing Editors and professional advertisers concern- 
ing certain changes in prospect, requesting replies by 
October lst from those who might be affected. Most of 
them replied before the specified date, but althourh we 
deferred sending the copy for the January, 1951, issue 
to the printers for a ccuple of weeks beyond that date, 
no replies from a few had then come to hand, and it was 
assumed they were not interested. Between then and the 
end of December (with this April issue ready to go to 
the printers), a ccuple of late replies were received, 
and changes have been made acccrdingly. Additional 
changes, if they are to appear in the July issue, must 
be in our hands by April 15th at the latest, otherwise 
they will first appear in the October issue. the time 
schedule is such that when one issue has been distrib- 
uted to the subscribers, the next issue has been pre- 
pared and is virtually ready to go to the printers. 
Thus there is a regrettable but unavoidable time lag, 
and we hope that those affected will be patient. 
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